
AGENDA
CITY COMMISSION MEETING

COMMUNITY BUILDING
MONDAY, JUNE 22, 2015 5:30 PM

1. CALL TO ORDER

INVOCATION

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

2. PROCLAMATIONS:

3. PRESENTATIONS:

4. CONSENT AGENDA:
Routine items are placed on the Consent Agenda to expedite the meeting.  If the 
Commission/Staff wish to discuss any item, the procedure is as follows:  (1) pull the item(s) 
from the Consent Agenda; (2) vote on remaining items with one roll call vote, (3) discuss 
each pulled item and vote by roll call

A. CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES:

1. Regular meeting held June 8, 2015

2. Regular meeting held May 26, 2015

B. PURCHASING ITEMS:

C. RESOLUTIONS:

1. Resolution of the City Commission of City of Leesburg, Florida, authorizing 
signatories as required by TD Bank to honor all checks, drafts, or other orders for 
payment of money drawn in the name of the City of Leesburg; and providing a 
sample of said individuals signature;  and providing an effective date.

2. Resolution of the City Commission of the City of Leesburg, Florida, authorizing the 
Leesburg Police Department to apply for and, if awarded, accept an Edward Byrne 
Memorial Justice Assistance Grant to defray the purchase cost of four new in-car 
video recording systems; and providing an effective date.

3. Notification of Use of Emergency Procurement Procedures - Venetian Gardens Pool 
Repairs
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5. PUBLIC HEARINGS AND NON-ROUTINE ITEMS:

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN INFORMATION SIGN-UP SHEET (YELLOW) AVAILABLE

A. LAKE SUMTER PROPERTIES

1. Second reading of an Ordinance annexing approximately 4.06 acres, generally located 
on East Richey Road, west of South Nursery Road (Lake Sumter Properties)

2. Second reading of an Ordinance for a small scale comprehensive plan amendment on 
approximately 4.06 acres, generally located on East Richey Road, south of Nursery 
Road (Lake Sumter Properties)

3. Second reading of an Ordinance rezoning approximately 4.06 acres from Lake 
County R6 (Urban Density Residential) to City RE-1 (Estate Density Residential) for 
Lake Sumter Properties

B. Second reading of an Ordinance amending the SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) 
zoning on approximately 1.31 acres (Amvets Post 2006)

C. RESOLUTION ON FINAL FIRE ASSESSMENT RATE 

6. INFORMATIONAL REPORTS:
The following reports are provided to the Commission in accordance with the 
Charter/Ordinances.  No action required.

7. CITY ATTORNEY ITEMS:

8. CITY MANAGER ITEMS:

9. PUBLIC COMMENTS:
This section is reserved for members of the public to bring up matters of concern or 
opportunities for praise.  Issues brought up will not be discussed in detail at this meeting.  
Issues will either be referred to the proper staff or will be scheduled for consideration at a 
future City Commission Meeting.  Comments are limited to three minutes.

10. ROLL CALL:

11. ADJOURN:

PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES NEEDING ASSISTANCE TO PARTICIPATE IN ANY 
OF THESE PROCEEDINGS SHOULD CONTACT THE HUMAN RESOURCES 
DEPARTMENT, ADA COORDINATOR, AT 728-9740, 48 HOURS IN ADVANCE OF 
THE MEETING.

F.S.S. 286.0105  "If a person decides to appeal any decision made by the Commission with 
respect to any matter considered at this meeting, they will need a record of the proceedings, 
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and that for such purpose they may need to ensure that a verbatim record of the proceedings 
is made, which record includes the testimony and evidence upon which the appeal is to be 
based."  The City of Leesburg does not provide this verbatim record.













































































MINUTES OF THE CITY COMMISSION MEETING
TUESDAY, MAY 26, 2015

The City of Leesburg Commission held a regular meeting Tuesday, May 26, 2015, in the 
Commission Chambers at City Hall. Mayor Dennison called the meeting to order at 5:30 
p.m. with the following members present:

Commissioner Bob Bone
Commissioner John Christian 

Commissioner Jay Hurley
Commissioner Dan Robuck 

Mayor Elise Dennison

Also present were City Manager (CM) Al Minner, City Clerk (CC) J. Andi Purvis, City 
Attorney (CA) Fred Morrison, the news media, and others.

Mayor Dennison gave the invocation followed by the Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag of 
the United States of America.

PROCLAMATIONS:  None

PRESENTATIONS:  None

CONSENT AGENDA:

Item pulled for discussion:
4.C.4 - Construction Services Agreement with Samsula Waste, Inc. for the demolition of 
the Venetian Isles Apartments

Commissioner Christian moved to adopt the Consent Agenda except for 4.C.4 and 
Commissioner Hurley seconded the motion.

The roll call vote was:
Commissioner Robuck Yes
Commissioner Christian Yes
Commissioner Bone Yes
Commissioner Hurley Yes
Mayor Dennison Yes

Five yeas, no nays, the Commission adopted the Consent Agenda, as follows:

CITY COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES:
Fire Assessment Workshop held January 27, 2015

PURCHASING ITEMS:

Purchase request by the Public Works Department Wastewater Division for the purchase 
of liquid sodium hypochlorite for water and wastewater treatment from Allied Universal 
under an existing agreement.
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Purchase request and bid award for the purchase of Ciena optical network equipment by 
the Communications Utility from Ronco Communications for a total amount of 
$66,972.05.

RESOLUTION 9600
Resolution of the City Commission of the City of Leesburg accepting a Utility Easement 
from Cynthia Clark and Daniel C. Devries, for land located at 9145 Silver Lake Drive, 
Leesburg, Florida 34788, Lake County, Florida; and providing an effective date.

RESOLUTION 9601
Resolution of the City Commission of the City of Leesburg, Florida, accepting and 
approving a utility easement from PRVR of Tavares, LLC; and providing an effective 
date.

RESOLUTION 9602
Resolution of the City Commission of the City of Leesburg, Florida, authorizing the 
Mayor and City Clerk to execute a Subordination of City Utility Interests with the State 
of Florida Department of Transportation; and providing an effective date.

RESOLUTION 9603
Resolution of the City Commission of the City of Leesburg, Florida, authorizing the 
Mayor and City Clerk to execute a Subordination of City Utility Interests with the State 
of Florida Department of Transportation; and providing an effective date.

RESOLUTION 9604
Resolution of the City Commission of the City of Leesburg, Florida, authorizing the 
Library Department to apply for and accept, if awarded, a grant from the Lake County 
Board of County Commissioners of $18,767 to purchase and install metal shelving for the 
storage and display of library materials, and providing an effective date.  

RESOLUTION 9605
Resolution of the City Commission of the City of Leesburg, Florida authorizing the 
Mayor and City Clerk to execute an Investment Manager Agreement with Fiduciary First, 
LLC to act as the Investment Manager for the employee 401(a) - Defined Contribution 
and 457(b) Deferred Compensation retirement plans; and providing an effective date.

ADOPTED RESOLUTION 9606 CONSTRUCTION SERVICES AGREEMENT 
WITH SAMSULA WASTE, INC. D/B/A SAMSULA DEMOLITION FOR THE 
DEMOLITION OF THE VENETIAN ISLES APARTMENTS _________________
 

Commissioner Robuck introduced the resolution to be read by title only.  CC Purvis read 
the resolution by title only, as follows:

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 
LEESBURG, FLORIDA AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR AND CITY 
CLERK TO EXECUTE A CONSTRUCTION SERVICES AGREEMENT 
WITH SAMSULA WASTE, INC. D/B/A SAMSULA DEMOLITION 
FOR THE DEMOLITION OF THE VENETIAN ISLES APARTMENTS 
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FOR A COST OF $88,693.00; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE.

Commissioner Christian moved to adopt the resolution and Commissioner Robuck 
seconded the motion.   

Mayor Dennison requested comments from the Commission and the audience.

Commissioner Robuck asked the city manager to give the public a quick explanation of 
what the city has done for these tenants.

CM Minner stated he cannot remember the exact closing date but essentially the city took 
ownership of Venetian Isles Apartments effective March 1.  Immediately following 
ownership the city sent a letter to all the tenants informing them the apartments would 
officially close July 31, giving them about five months’ notice to the end of their lease 
agreements.  The letter said rent figures would remain the same and also outlined ways
staff would be able to help each leasee, such as working with them through the county 
programs to receive deferment on deposit monies in the future, or if they vacated within 
60 days they would receive rent credit.  Subsequent to that there was a meeting with all 
the tenants to explain all the incentives and based on that meeting two more incentives
where added, which he informed the Commission of; help with some deposit monies and 
would completely forgo rent for the month of March if they moved out by the end of 
March and that also included helping them pay other deposits from our own pockets.  
There were two or three tenants who took advantage of this offer and a couple more 
tenants moved out by the end of April.  If his numbers are correct, there were 16 
occupied units by the end of April and there is now six or seven left.  On May 1, the city 
sent notices to the seven remaining tenants and the notices got a little stronger; essentially 
reminded them that they not take the city up on the offered incentives, which were 
available in March and April, so they became delinquent in their rent payments for those 
months.  They were informed by that letter that they needed to pay their rent by May 8th

which gave them an extra week.  He thinks bottom line the city has been very 
professional, the letters have been very courteous and professional, and group meetings
were held with them as well as our Housing Manager (HM) Ken Thomas continues to 
work individually with them to help find places.  

CA Morrison stated actually there are four tenants left who have not paid rent and there 
are evictions pending on those; the first hearing is next week.  These are the people who 
did not pay rent, did not move out, did not take advantage of the incentives, and basically 
did not do anything. 

CM Minner stated essentially the tenants who have not paid rent are going to go through 
the eviction process; they need to pay their rent or will be evicted prior to July 31. 

The roll call vote was:
Commissioner Christian Yes
Commissioner Bone Yes
Commissioner Hurley Yes
Commissioner Robuck Yes
Mayor Dennison Yes
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Five yeas, no nays, the Commission adopted the resolution.

ADOPTED ORDINANCE 15-20 AMENDING THE CITY OF LEESBURG 
DISCRIMINATION POLICY______________________________________________

City Clerk Purvis read the ordinance by title only, as follows:

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA, 
CREATING ARTICLE II OF CHAPTER 15 OF THE CITY OF 
LEESBURG CODE OF ORDINANCES; PROHIBITING 
DISCRIMINATION AGAINST INDIVIDUALS DUE TO RACE, 
COLOR, RELIGION, NATIONAL ORIGIN, MARITAL STATUS, AGE, 
GENDER, SEXUAL ORIENTATOIN, GENDER IDENTITY, OR 
HANDICAP, IN PUBLIC ACCOMMODATIONS, FINANCIAL 
SERVICES, AND EMPLOYMENT; CREATING LIMITED 
EXCEPTIONS FOR CERTAIN RELIGIOUS ORGANIZATIONS; 
PROHIBITING RETALIATION AGAINST PERSONS WHO FILE 
COMPLAINTS; PROVIDING DEFINITIONS; PROVIDING FOR 
ENFORCEMENT; REPEALING CONFLICTING ORDINANCES; 
PROVIDING A SAVINGS CLAUSE; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE.

Commissioner Robuck moved to adopt the ordinance and Commissioner Hurley 
seconded the motion.   

Mayor Dennison requested comments from the Commission and audience.  

Commissioner Robuck stated he introduced this ordinance two weeks ago but just wanted
to clarify what this ordinance is about; it prohibits discrimination, it does not do anything 
else.  It does not have anything to do with marriage, or who you have to your house for 
dinner, or who can go to your church; it has to do with discrimination in public and the 
work place. A vote in favor says Leesburg is the city that does not tolerate discrimination
or a vote against says we are okay with certain types of discrimination.  In the last 
meeting and also in the newspaper, he made some comparisons to some civil rights issues 
and while he does think the issues are similar he just wants to be clear that he does not 
think the ordeal is the same.  If looking at the videos of the beatings and water hosing, 
people now are not going through that level, but it is still discrimination and if anything 
he thinks the LGBT community owes certainly a debt to the civil rights pioneers and 
because of what they did we are able to have discussions like this and talk about stopping 
this discrimination.  Another issue came up when Commissioner Christian brought up the 
difference he felt between this and discrimination based on race is that he cannot change 
the color of his skin, implying that sexual orientation is a choice.  Commissioner Robuck 
stated he and a majority of the scientific community do not feel that way, it is not a 
choice, and if we go down that line of thinking already at the federal level prohibits
discrimination based on something that is absolutely a choice and that is religion. You 
can certainly pick your religion, you are not born with a religion, and he does not think 
anyone would argue that because you can pick religion you should have to hide it in order 
to not be discriminated against.  It would be absolutely ridiculous to think someone 
wearing a cross or a Star of David could have a restaurant refuse to serve them.  He 
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thinks many feel their religion, as a choice, is very much a part of who they are as those 
things that are not a choice, such as the color of your skin or your sex; it is who they are.  
Commissioner Robuck stated of course there are some who do not think the city should 
be involved with this issue which is a valid point of view and he would certainly prefer 
that the federal or state government address this issue to give it more teeth and be the 
ideal solution, but neither our state or federal governments can even pass a budget so 
waiting for them to act on this could be a really long time.  If it comes to the judicial 
system addressing it, which is another option, 1) the issue before the Supreme Court now 
is gay marriage not discrimination, and 2) this Commission is a legislative body, that is 
what we were elected to do legislate and we absolutely have the power to act on this 
issue.  This is not a novel concept; there are 28 counties and 22 states that have already 
done something.  In 2014 polls across the US 67% of Americans said it should be illegal 
to fire someone due to their sexual orientation and last year in a Florida poll 80%, but 
there are big disconnects because in the national poll only 12% thought it was legal.  This 
is a real issue and people are being discriminated against.  In the same national poll 23% 
of the LGBT community said they had been targeted for their orientation as a business 
customer, 21% targeted in the work place, and of course the city only has limited 
penalties it can impose, but he thinks this is so much more important than just the 
penalties; it is all about the message Leesburg is sending.  Think about the kids in our 
community who maybe in high school are struggling with who they are or what their 
orientation is and if we vote this down tonight what type of message are we sending, that 
it is okay to discriminate against a certain thing or that maybe it is not but now is just not 
the right time to deal with it.  The Commission is elected to a position of power and 
authority and with that comes the responsibility to do the right things for our constituents
and this ordinance gives us the opportunity to do that.  Commissioner Robuck hopes the 
Commission would strongly consider sending that message to Leesburg. 

Commissioner Christian stated since his name came up personally, he purposely and 
systematically did not mention religion in any of his comments at the last commission 
meeting or talking to the newspaper editorial for twenty minutes on the phone because 
somehow he figured someone would try to paint the African American pastor as someone 
who uses religion on this matter.  He asked if anyone can find any of the tapes where he, 
John Christian, made reference to religion in reference to this to please tell him and he 
will say you will not find it because he purposely did not do that.  As he talked to the 
editorial person, no one asked Pastor John are you voting on this because you are a 
pastor, they did not ask that when we voted on a multi-million dollar streetscape on Main 
Street, or when we voted on any other city issues.  He is glad acknowledgement was 
made to 1965 and the discriminatory things that happened during the civil rights 
movement.  He stated purposely for himself, when reading the ordinance it talks about 
the city of Leesburg’s enforcement policy and this strikes him as something that is 
alarming; it pretty much says if there is a disagreement someone complains to the city 
manager or his designee, they have certain amount of days to refute this, and if they 
cannot come up with anything agreement then the complainant must pursue any remedy 
provided by the state or federal law. Commissioner Robuck said the state or federal 
government cannot pass a budget, but we are going to have the city manager investigate 
any complaints and if nobody agrees then the person is given a letter that says now go to 
the state or federal government, which cannot pass a budget, and do something about it.  
The Commission voted 1-4 a couple weeks back when it came to anti-tobacco because it 
did not want to impose on businesses laws that could not be enforced and here it goes 
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again.  He stated Commissioner Robuck said a vote against this ordinance is a vote that 
agrees with discrimination, however, Commissioner Christian does not think that and 
hates it when a picture is painted that someone is against someone else.  He stated the 
Commission is here to govern the city of Leesburg, our city manager has control over the 
employees and we are now saying to the entire city, if you read this ordinance, not going 
to tell churches who they can bring in or not telling club organizations who they can 
bring it, so it still goes back to who are we trying to protect.  Does the city have the 
power and authority to tell a Sonny’s BBQ or anyone that someone thinks they were 
discriminated against so we are going to investigate and then give you a letter?  He just
does not think the city of Leesburg at this point has the tools, or the teeth with this 
ordinance that is going to do anything to alleviate a discrimination complaint.  You can 
say on record that Leesburg is against discrimination and that is great but if giving people 
a false sense of hope is it really doing anything productive. Commissioner Christian 
stated to set the record straight, never did John Christian say anything about religion or 
ever mention religion in any of his commentaries about this ordinance.

Commissioner Bone stated there is no anti-discrimination ordinance in the city of 
Leesburg, regardless of what the discrimination is; this is not an amendment to an 
ordinance to add sexual orientation it is a brand new ordinance.  In creating laws he has
been of the opinion that laws are driven by the voice of the people and what they feel is 
necessary in their communities. His concern has this was being presented was frankly 
having run a recent campaign where he knocked on many city of Leesburg doors and
talked to many business owners, not once did he hear Leesburg needs an anti-
discrimination ordinance.  So to be first approached with this ordinance and see it with 
the background of saying laws are created based on what the will of the people, he was a 
bit concerned in creating an ordinance that was not being driven by the voice of the 
people.  Having said that after some discussion and consideration, his reflection of 
Leesburg is to be an understanding, loving, and welcoming city that will welcome
anyone.  He and his wife are not your traditional American family and they were 
welcomed in Leesburg, so his experience has been does Leesburg really need an 
ordinance because he was not aware of any discrimination as a whole.  However, after 
discussions with others he has come to a little different opinion and thinks our laws need 
to be reflective of what Leesburg is; a loving, compassionate, friendly accepting city of 
all diversities.  He thinks this ordinance as a whole is an anti-discrimination ordinance 
across the board, not just because of sexual orientation, but all discriminations. He thinks 
this ordinance it is reflective of Leesburg as a whole as a city that does not discriminate 
and welcomes people of all color, religion, race, or natural origin, etc.  Our mall has a 
new owner from a Middle Eastern country.  He hopes people will speak out tonight and 
will share a conversation someone shared with him regarding another Lake County city 
that they say has more gay people and the local person’s response was no they do not, 
Leesburg actually has more and we do not need to have an organization here in Leesburg 
that allows them to exist and to congregate because they are included anyway.  They are 
included in our chamber, our businesses, our social events, and our churches.  
Commissioner Bone stated he thinks this is an important ordinance for Leesburg.  

Commissioner Bone stated this ordinance was drafted from the city of Orlando and he 
would like to point out a couple of distinctions that he has already mentioned to our 
attorney.   He did want to point out as he did a little reading he came across a Florida 
Human Rights ordinance paper done by the Florida Association of County Attorneys in 
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2013 and there was some interesting things about how different cities and counties have 
created these ordinances, how they go about it and what penalties there are.  In the city of 
Gainesville they reported 30 cases of discrimination in 2013 with two-thirds of those 
arising out of violations in the private sector and one-third out of the city policy.  An 
interesting fact was that complaints of race discrimination comprised the largest number 
of charges and out of the 30 cases they say approximately 85% had a no cause; reviewed 
and found no discrimination.  He thinks we may find that the bigger effect in this 
ordinance is not sexual orientation but it may in fact be race as it is in Gainesville.  
Commissioner Bone stated as to the Orlando ordinance which this was based off of he 
would like to see a couple changes made to Leesburg’s ordinance.  He would prefer to 
have an appointed board hear and review the complaints as he feels some may be racially 
related and it would be better to have a board hear those cases rather than one individual.  
He spoke briefly about this with the city manager and the way this is written the city 
manager does have the authority to make designations as to who would hear the 
complaints and that he would consider having a committee.  He would like to see added 
that the review of these complaints fall under a guideline to stay within the spirit of the 
Federal legislation concerning age discrimination, civil rights and so forth.  Also, the last 
sentence in the Orlando ordinance has a provision essentially saying any violation of the
ordinance is a violation against city code and in their code is a provision subject to a $500 
fine for violations.  Our ordinance does not say that, but in talking with the city attorney 
the city does have a catch all code provisions saying any violation of the city code can
result in a fine.  The city of Orlando also has a city persecutor which Leesburg does not 
so this ordinance does lack a little teeth but Leesburg does have a provision in its code 
that if there is a violation of this ordinance, the anti-discrimination, there can be a 
monetary fine of some value.   

CA Morrison stated he cannot quote the code off the top of his head as it is so rarely used 
but it has been on the books for years and if he recalls correctly is it $500.00.  He also 
stated county court will not take municipal cases without the city hiring a prosecutor.  
Changes can be made to the ordinance if the Commission so desires. 

Commissioner Bone stated for clarification under the unlawful discriminatory practices 
and public accommodations, section 15-20, section 2, paragraph E states you cannot 
discriminate and it lists nursery, kindergarten, or day care but is it talking about any 
library or educational facility supported in part or whole by public funds.  Then further 
down in the limitation section it says here that nothing in this section shall prohibit a 
religious organization where it uses facilities which it owns or operates for other than a 
commercial purpose, to persons of the same religion.  He hates to be a lawyer on this one, 
but wants to be clear if this ordinance passes that a church with a nursery, kindergarten, 
school, or day care this ordinance will not apply to them. He just wants to make sure that 
based on whatever their religious beliefs are that this ordinance would not infringe on 
those religious belief in operating that school or day care.  

CA Morrison stated no as he reads it and stated this section comes verbatim from the 
Orlando ordinance.  The way he reads it would apply to like a Sunday School where the 
parents go to church and children are watched by a member of the church who takes them 
and teaches religious sort of things.  It is limited to that religion because it is incorporated 
into their worship center. He stated typically government does not get into interpreting 
religious doctrine of particular denominations.  It is well established law that you do not 
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tell the Baptist or Catholic or Lutherans or Jewish Synagogues what they are supposed to 
believe.

Commissioner Bone asked if a Jewish child wants to go to the Baptist day care does that 
mean they have now lost their religious exemption.

CA Morrison stated day cares open to the public would fall under the ordinance; in other 
words they would have to accept everyone.  

Commissioner Bone stated in section 15–25 the overall religious exemption there, and 
again this seems a little broader exemption for religion, but it says nothing contained in 
this chapter will be construed to bar any religious or denominational institution or any 
organization operated for charitable or educational purposes which is operated in 
connection with the religious organization from limiting employment, sales or rental of 
housing accommodations, or admission or giving the preference to persons of the same 
religion or denomination.  The part or from making such selection as is calculated by 
such organizations to promote the religious principles for which it is established or 
maintained as it may be permitted by law, does this mean a church can say this day care, 
or school as long as it is not violating a federal law, that they have made a determination 
to promote our religious principles as established can say they are exempt from this 
ordinance. 

CA Morrison said he cannot speak for the person who wrote this, but it is his opinion that 
the law in the area of conflict between discrimination ordinances, general ordinances, and 
the ability of religious organizations to obtain exemptions from those is very much in flux 
right now.  He frankly does not know how you could tighten this up without opening the 
city up to the same type of litigation as seen in the Hobby Lobby case for instance.  That 
was a decision on one point of federal law but there has not been a broad determination 
yet where that line is and then you have the federal statute which also provides even 
greater protection.  

Commissioner Bone stated while he is supportive of the ordinance and having an anti-
discrimination ordinance as a whole, he does not think the city needs to go so far as to 
infringe on the religious rights that are also constitutionally protected.  His intent would 
be that religious schools, day care and so forth be exempt from this. 

CA Morrison stated he thinks it is certainly a possibility to exempt them totally.  He 
thinks it would take out the reference to federal and state law because if this is a local 
ordinance you are only enforcing what you have.  

Commissioner Bone stated those are some of his direct thoughts on the ordinance and 
things he would like to see clarified and changed particularly so the city does not cross 
the boundary into the religious freedoms with the church and their schools.  In his 
personal opinion this is one of those issues where the Commission can be somewhat 
dividing and have different opinions on these things based on our backgrounds and 
beliefs but in comparing one protected class against another protected class, why should 
one be protected and the other not.  
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Commissioner Hurley stated he has an issue with Commissioner Robuck coming out and 
attacking both he and Commissioner Christian on some religious way and also pulling the 
media into it.  To say if this Commission does not agree with this particular ordinance 
that we are wrong or bad or that we believe in some form of discrimination is wrong.  He 
stated he does not believe the city needs this ordinance and does not think we have a 
discrimination problem in Leesburg.  He appreciates Commissioner Bone’s remarks and 
does not know Commissioner Robuck’s agenda but feels this has done nothing but cause 
division.  We have taken people who have been working side by side in the community, 
people who have been doing things together in the community on different boards and on 
different issues and now all of a sudden this has turned into some big, you do not like me, 
I do not like you and here we go we have division.  Everybody is talking about it, it is 
hitting the press and now the people you like and have had a great relationship with for a 
long time all of a sudden division comes up with this issue; something that does not even 
need to be addressed and now all of a sudden it is world war three.  Commissioner Hurley 
stated for himself the issue of discrimination is not relevant, there is not a problem here 
or we would be talking about it.  If there was a big discrimination here, the two or three
times Commissioner Christian thought there was some, he came in here and pounded on 
the podium and we hammered it out and talked about it; it has never been something we 
hide.  One of the biggest community leaders in Leesburg is probably one of the most 
open gay people who he sits on many boards, he is involved in every aspect whether it is 
for the city itself as a spoke person, or emceeing our parades; we just do not need an 
ordinance.  He stated in his opinion everybody should be protected from discrimination, 
not just special classes of people.  The should be a discrimination that says no matter who 
you are, you have the right to your job and if doing a good job it does not matter the color 
of your hair, or the color of your eyes, short or tall, fat or skinny, you have the right to do 
your job.  His issue which he brought up in the last meeting was there is a fine line 
between saying the difference between choice and discrimination.  If as a business owner 
you want to do something as goofy as saying you are not going to sell to someone 
because of A, B, or C then you are going to have to take all the responsibility of the 
ramifications.  There is also a court system in place to handle such civil issues if they 
need to be handled but for the city to come out and say it is going to be the watch dog and 
let someone come here to complain they did not like the way they were treated at the 
hardware store and then go to try to investigate damages and spend all this money to 
really impose nothing.  Commissioner Hurley stated personally he thinks that everybody
should be treated fairly; everybody, not just first little classes of people, everybody, and 
we do not need a discrimination ordinance to put that in place.

Mayor Dennison stated Leesburg is being proactive not reactive.  She received telephone 
calls from the newspaper this week asking her what happened, why is Leesburg doing 
this and she answered because Leesburg is ahead of the curve, we are proactive.  This is 
being done because as Commissioner Bone said Leesburg is a welcoming place; 
Leesburg welcomes all, you come help Leesburg you are accepted.  It is not justifying 
sexual orientation marriages; it is just saying Leesburg does not discriminate.  She stated 
there was a little paper written over a couple hundred years ago that said all men are 
created equal, or should she say all persons are created equal; this is in our constitution. 
She does not think by being proactive and coming across with a statement that Leesburg 
is an encompassing city that does not discriminate and does not appreciate 
discrimination, she sees no problem with this statement. 
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Public Comments:

J. Scott Berry stated his is not here to change anyone’s personal opinions, or religious 
beliefs, everyone is entitled to have those, but that is not what this ordinance is about.  
This is about what is good for the city and the opportunity you as elected representatives 
of the people have to make the bold statement to the rest of the county that Leesburg will 
not tolerate discrimination.  He can say that discrimination against people who are gay 
does exist in Leesburg; he has been a victim of it.  A nay vote empowers those people to 
be more discriminatory and more vocal, you are giving them power, but look at the 
bigger picture of this, the message this ordinance sends to our community.  He stated he 
has been the victim very recently of light bullying and harassment from people; there are 
always mean people in the world just looking for reasons to bully and he is afraid that a 
nay vote will give these people a reason to continue.  He stated he is proud to live in 
Leesburg, is proud of his community and as reference does have many gay friends who 
live here; they are all very involved all throughout the community and will continue to 
be. They are involved in politics, events, fundraisers, couples, families, singles, employee 
tax payers, they are like everybody else and this ordinance gives that section of the 
community protection and sends a message to the rest of the community that the city of 
Leesburg will protect and care about all citizens regardless of gender, race, sexual 
orientation, age, disability, or whatever.  This is a clear bold message for a progressive 
Commission which he believe we have.  He is not worried about how this ordinance will
affect him in life, because he is covered with his peeps and backers, but there are a lot of 
kids, teenagers, a lot of young adults out there who are still struggling with these issues 
and they are discriminated against on a regular basis so we need to speak up for them.  
Mr. Berry stated he believes in this Commission and thinks it is going to do the right 
thing; be progressive and send a message that Leesburg will be the first city in Lake 
County to have this ordinance. 

Don Lukich stated the Mayor said it perfectly; 250 years ago all persons are created 
equal.  He thinks that answers the question so why bother cluttering up the ordinance 
with something like this when there are other remedies in place that do not need to 
involve the city.  

Jane Heptin thanked the Mayor for allowing the public to speak and thanked
Commissioner Robuck for bring this up.  She has served on the Lake Sumter State 
College equity and diversity advisory commission for several years and has volunteered 
at Beacon College. She knows both colleges have passed anti-discrimination policies 
prohibiting discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation.  Mrs. Heptin urged the
Commission to pass this ordinance as it just says the right thing about Leesburg. 

Lynn Setcliff said she is the proud mother of a transgender child and stated to the 
Commission members who spoke about not being aware that this faction of our society is 
victimized by discrimination are ignorant.  When her daughter was in second grade she 
was determined to be gifted with a genius IQ but Mrs. Setcliff stated that in her junior 
year at Leesburg High School she was forced to withdraw her daughter because she had 
tried to start a LGBT alliance in the high school and on that day she was attacked and spit 
on. The guidance office suggested she be withdrawn from school because the 
discrimination was so rampant against students who had alternative life styles.
Commissioner Bone mentioned going door to door in the course of his campaigning and 
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it is unfortunate he was not given the experience to speak to any members of the LGBT 
community because he would have had an ear full.  She stated this ordinance has to pass 
because it is a message to everyone that whether or not you have been a personal victim 
of discrimination Leesburg will not condone it.  She agrees with Mr. Berry, just because 
you do not personally know about discrimination does not mean it does not exist; it is 
here, it does exist.  Mrs. Setcliff suggested if anyone has concerns about whether or not 
this discrimination is present or whether or not this ordinance is necessary that you invite 
those members of the community to come and speak in open forum and tell you first hand 
of their experiences.  It was mentioned church day care, nursery, and school, church 
schools are free to do whatever they want to a large decree, but the public schools are 
supposed to be accountable because they get funding and they are supposed to keep our
kids safe and nurture them to learn.  Kids are not learning in this environment of hatred.  
It is right down the street not in another county, it is right here in Leesburg and you can 
find out about it if you listen.  Mrs. Setcliff stated she would appreciate if the 
Commission would give this ordinance a grander consideration then just what it knows
personally.

Jacob Bonynge stated he is a former downtown Leesburg business owner and the current 
VP of a non-profit based here in Leesburg called Forward Paths, serving the community 
homeless and unaccompanied youth as well as teenager and young adults aging out of 
foster care.  They were recently helping a young homeless man apply for an apartment 
here in Leesburg and it was not until the property manager was reviewing his application 
and realized this young man was legally and technically still a she; he is transgender and 
was denied the apartment for this reason.  The young man remained homeless and lived 
in the basement of Mr. Bonynge’s mother’s home for a while until adequate housing 
could be found.  This is an issue of discrimination happening right here in Leesburg and 
just because you are not aware of it, or personally involved with an issue of 
discrimination does not mean it does not exist.  Local governments are great because they 
have the opportunity to be the most responsive to these cases of individual 
discrimination.  The inconvenience of the enforcement is not a viable reason to deny 
these protections to everyone.  Enforcement here is not the main concern; it is the 
enforcements of safety and wellbeing of all residents. 

Ruby Mitchell stated she understands discrimination and five of her seven children are 
classified gifted and have come against stumbling blocks because of their color cult.  She 
does not understand why it is necessary for this ordinance because everyone in Leesburg 
has the opportunity to own a business or do business in Leesburg.  She would 
clarification as what happens if as a business owner she turns someone away, not because 
of their sexual orientation, she has many gay friends, but as a business owner what 
happens to her.  If the KKK comes in here business and she turns them down because 
they are not a fit for her, what happens, is she discriminating against them?  She just 
wants clarification of what this Commission will accept; who is this really protecting.  If 
a business does not accept her based on color she just goes to another one who will.  
Discrimination has always been here; are we going to nit-pick every little issue and make 
a policy for every little person that is discriminated against? As a business owner how are 
we going to know who is a protected class, how are we going to know who we can or 
cannot discriminate against and how are we going to know if we discriminate against 
somebody.  
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Mayor Dennison stated the KKK is not a protected class so she does not think that is an 
issue if they are turned away and yes they do exist around here. She stated the classes are 
clearly spelled out in this ordinance that are not to be discriminated against.

CM Minner thinks it is a fair question, what happens pursuant to the ordinance in cases of 
discrimination.  The ordinance does clearly lay out the policy of what happens.  If there is 
a complaint of discrimination the city manager is charged to hold a serious of conciliation 
conferences and through these conferences the city manager determines whether there 
has been discrimination.  If the city manager determines that there was no violation of 
discrimination it is written up and the case is dismissed.  If there is found to be 
discrimination then the parties go through another series of conciliation meetings to try to 
find a cure and if a cure is found then it is put into writing and the conciliation agreement 
is signed between the parties.  If a conciliation agreement cannot be found then the matter 
is referred back to the complainant and they then have the option to take the matter to a 
higher level of government. 

Mrs. Mitchell asked if someone could sue her if she refuses to do business with them and 
CM Minner replied yes.  CA Morrison stated this ordinance does not create a private 
cause of action so no one can sue under this ordinance.

Mrs. Mitchell asked if the city could pull her license or fine her and CM Minner replied 
no.  CA Morrison stated Commissioner Bone made a suggestion that a reference be made 
to the general enforcement provision in the code that would impose a fine but that has not 
been voted on yet; it is not in the current draft.

Commissioner Christian asked if right now a business owner will get a letter from the 
city manager saying they are guilty.

CM Minner stated no; if the owner was found in violation of discrimination they would 
go through a series of meetings and another series to determine what would be the cure.  
If a cure was not found the owner does not get the letter, the letter would be written to the 
complainant saying the city manager did not find a cause for discrimination through the 
cure process and a conciliatory agreement was not reachable, you now can take this 
complaint to another forum.  The defendant would not receive anything from the city 
unless the Commission adopts the amendment and then there would potentially be a fine.

Mrs. Mitchell stated she is happy the churches are protected but churches do not pay 
taxes.  She is a tax payer and wants to know how this ordinance is going to affect her
business if perhaps by mistake she discriminates against somebody.  

Commissioner Bone stated this ordinance is on public accommodations which would be a 
restaurant, store, hotel, those type things and it would be unlawful to discriminate based 
on race, color, religion, national origin, marital status, age, gender, sexual orientation, 
gender identity, or handicap. 

Mrs. Mitchell stated that is already a federal law, so she just wants to know how it is 
going to affect her as a business owner here in Leesburg.
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Commissioner Robuck stated for clarification for everyone that some of those are 
federally protected race, color, religion, national origin, age, sex, and handicap but the 
rest are not.  Without this ordinance they are legal to discriminate against.

Chris Carlisle stated decisions about ordinances, laws, etc. are not always driven by how 
many calls received or how many articles appear in the newspaper.  There is something to 
be said for doing the right thing.  Regardless of why this is before you tonight, it is before 
you, and whether Mr. Robuck is right or wrong for bringing it up, here it is.  The 
perceptions that will be created in this city as to whether or not it was necessary, whether 
or not the ramifications might have certain impacts are before you, what can you do with
it?   The story is not going to be well it was not necessary, it was not right, or well this 
might happen but it is going to be Leesburg either stands for this principle or it does not. 
He knows this proposed from a business perspective, but does Leesburg want to welcome 
businesses and young people who own businesses looking to hire people or does 
Leesburg want to be the community waiving the red flag saying it can refuse to pass an 
ordinance that might welcome people in to do business. 

Truman Hurley respectfully asked the Commission to please vote no on this ordinance. 

Rachel Foreman respectfully asked the Commission to not pass this ordinance.

Michael Bruce respectfully asked the Commissioners from Leesburg, Florida to not pass 
this ordinance. 

Vernon Dixon respectfully asked the Commission to not pass this ordinance.

Joe Foreman respectfully asked the Commission to not pass this ordinance.

Joseph Miagramen respectfully asked the Commission not to pass this law; he personally 
thinks it is way off base.  His sister, who is no longer with us, was gay and he personally 
has been spit upon, pushed around, knocked down, kicked while on the ground, stomped 
and punched in the face.  This whole thing proposing things calling it discrimination, 
when it is really not discrimination; every instance told today is not discrimination it is 
mean spirited.  If you say you cannot discriminate against this person and this person, 
someone is going to be left out.  If you want to do something then just legislate against 
meaning mean spirited.  He respectfully asked the Commission to say no. 

Chris George stated he has lived in Leesburg since 2009 and he too is respectfully 
requesting the Commission vote no for this ordinance.  He too has family members who 
are gay and have been in his family for quite a while; he does not deny or reject them.  
However, he does feel it is very difficult to legislate on how people think and feel.  He 
knows this is a very difficult thing but would just rather see his Commissioners working 
on something that is a little bit more in their scope of operations than something this large 
because it is very difficult to legislate how a person feels in their heart. 

Pernell Mitchell, business owner, stated no one in his business, himself, his wife, or his 
employees are going to discriminate against anyone; he will not tolerate discrimination.  
While he is not against this ordinance, his is not for this ordinance either.  He is asking 
that the Commission does not pass any ordinance without having all the pieces in place 
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first.  A good question was asked, what would be the sanctions if at a business someone 
walks in and does not like what was said to them they go to the city to say they were
discriminated against and you hold a series of conciliation conferences.  What if the 
business owner says hey city manager I do not have time, I am not going to participate in 
these meetings, what would be the position of the city at that point.  Mr. Mitchell asked 
the Commission to go back and do some homework on this ordinance to put it together
and make it feasible.  He understands Leesburg wants to be a leading city on this and that 
is fine, but it needs to lead the community in the right way.  He does believe there is a 
need for an ordinance like this.  

Linda Bedgood respectfully asked the Commission to not pass this ordinance.

Janet Carlisle respectfully asked the Commission to pass this ordinance.  She stated it 
sounds like there are already sanctions in place based on Mr. Bone’s recognition that the 
code does refer to another section which says if there is a violation of any ordinances it is 
a fine up to $500.  She thinks tonight is the right time to pass this ordinance because the 
sanctions are already in place.

Commissioner Hurley stated to reiterate his position the five sitting here look within 
ourselves at what we feel is best based on our life, experiences, knowledge, 
understandings, and beliefs and at the end of the day the five of us should be able to 
shake hands and move on to the next issue and just keep doing so until our term is up.  
The issue for him again is the different classes.  Many good things were said tonight and 
taking the different statements, he thinks we have come to the point in society where you 
just have to agree with everything and like everybody for every reason.  When he was a 
kid anybody who was not from the neighborhood got picked on and if you were a 
cowboy you picked on the city slicker, different cultures, back grounds but his point is 
there are people who says mean, nasty, hateful things and treats others poorly for a host 
of reasons every single day but you have to learn how to develop that and let that shape
your character if you will and how you respond.  Here tonight already in an hour or so he 
has been called ignorant and something else he cannot remember because he has
expressed that he does not agree with the need of this ordinance.  So while we are asking
for everyone to be polite and respectful, by the same token we are being told that if you 
are not in favor this I am not going to like or respect you and that tears down the whole 
purpose in what we are trying to accomplish here and that is everybody getting along. As 
a business owner he sold suits and he had to literally force people out of his business 
because they did not like the way something was handled; it was not discrimination it 
was he thought they were a jerk and kicked them out.  That is not discrimination that is 
the choice as a business owner.  When you go in the 7-Eleven it says no shoes, no shirt 
no service, that is not discrimination but the rules they put in place.  All he is saying is it 
is not him having an issue with anyone because he does not have a personal issue, he just 
does not want to create special classes.  Commissioner Hurley thinks this needs to be 
pushed to let the courts settle it if there needs to be something done, then we take the bull 
by the horns and get something put together that has some meat and not just put down
here is a letter and there is a possible dollar fine if someone honest to God said they are
not going to sell you a hamburger today because you are black.  

Commissioner Bone stated in his opinion is an ordinance that should have been and could 
have been done sixty seventy years ago but the fact that it should have been done a long 



MINUTES OF THE CITY COMMISSION MEETING TUESDAY, MAY 26, 2015

time ago for many reasons is not a reason to not do it now.  This ordinance is not telling 
anybody who they have to like, change the way the feel about anyone it is just a 
statement that he thinks reflects who Leesburg is as a city.  It gives the legal right to the 
full and equal enjoyment of goods, services, facilities, and privileges, advantages and 
accommodations of any place open to the public; that is all it does.  This does not go into 
our homes, minds, hearts, churches, or non-profit groups it is solely to provide equal right 
and enjoyment to everyone in public facilities.  It allows everyone their freedoms; both 
religious and personal.  Everyone is not going to happy because we are not all the same, 
we are different and this is just saying we know the story, if you want a cake you can go 
to any place that sells cakes in Leesburg and buy the cake.  

Commissioner Christian commended the Commission on discussing this item with the 
public tonight.  He has served on the Commission since 2004 and there have been many 
hot issues as Commissioner Hurley said that could divided the Commission and hopefully 
we will understand that we will not all agree.  In this background some probably will not 
agree with his theological statements or his personal statements and he has been 
discriminated against, but it is what it is.  We live in the south and we can paint a utopia 
that it is a perfect world but it is not; people are going to judge on the basis of your skin 
color or your sexual orientation.  Tonight Commissioner Bone made the comment about 
these issues that were not on the class or in the city ordinance but it tends to come back to 
the sexual orientation; if talking about all people then it should be about all people.  The 
1964 the civil rights act was passed but in 1985 the city of Leesburg had to be sued in 
order to get an African American to sit on the city council.  In 1977 the city of Leesburg 
settled a law suit again because the African American community felt it was being 
discrimination against, so just because we pass a law does not mean people are going to 
do the right thing.  With the Orlando ordinance look at what Orlando is doing to
Paramour, so when it comes to budget time here we do the same thing when it comes to 
equality throughout our neighborhoods that have been neglected for many years.  He 
stated he is listening and he hope we can agree that if we are going to pass an ordinance 
talking about equality, that we do not do it just because it is good and political; do it as 
the right thing throughout our communities to provide equal housing, safe environments
and let us make sure we look at our budget and put the money where our mouths are.  So, 
he is listening tonight and it all sounds great but when the people are gone and the 
Commission sits here passing a budget, how do we rectify the Carver Heights crime 
problem and Canal Street does not stop at revitalization, it does also go the other way. As 
to the sanctions, he thinks we need to make sure we are clear and identify that we 
probably will not be able to collect and then give all this power to our city manager.  He 
likes our city manager but does not know if he wants him on the other side of being a he 
said / she said discrimination; he likes the idea of a board that is going to be impartial and 
vet the issues. Commissioner Christian thinks there are a lot of steps that should have
been put in place between the two meetings such as how much is this going to cost, our 
attorney says ordinance is on the books somewhere and we are going to vote tonight, then 
we talk about the city manager being the sole rectifier of these discriminatory complaints 
through conciliation meetings and then who is going to prosecute these fines that are 
imposed on the businesses.  Commissioner Christian stated he is still voting nay. He 
loves the Commission and will talk to them tomorrow but it does not mean he supports
discrimination by voting no.  No one has to like him, he loves Jesus Christ, he loves his 
wife and kids, and those that are black, white, gay, or straight, but he is voting no; that is 
who he is.
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Commissioner Robuck apologized to Commissioner Christian if he in any way
insinuation he made his decision based on his position with the church, he was not trying
to do that at all.  He was just trying to bring up the idea that religion being a 
discriminatory class; it is a choice.  He also apologized to Commissioner Hurley if he 
thought his comments were targeted at him.  He stands by his comments to the media, but 
also thinks he went out of his way during the last roll call to say that while he disagrees
with some of the Commissioners he does think everyone on this board is doing what they 
think is right for the city of Leesburg and not doing it because they are bad people.  He 
has gotten into some conversations over this with people who absolutely disagree with 
him but he certainly has not lost any friends over it.  We can all agree to disagree all day 
long he has no problem with that.  In terms of where this ordinance came from, he was 
looking at the internal policy, reading it because it was on the agenda, and said these 
classes were not included and wondered if other cities include them.  He did some 
Google research and the Orlando ordinance popped up so he thought it seemed like a 
great idea, so that is where this came from.  He is not in the political games and now is 
going to be labeled as a pro-gay right republican and there is not a whole lot of political
future there.  He just thinks this is the right thing to do.  He read two quotes: 1) “The 
prime cause, then, of slavery is sin, which brings man under the dominion of his fellow --
that which does not happen save by the judgment of God” – St. Augustine, and 2) “The 
female is a female by virtue of a certain lack of qualities; we should regard the female 
nature as afflicted with a natural defectiveness” – Aristotle.  Commissioner Robuck 
thinks everyone in this room would agree these are two absurd quotes, completely 
inappropriate by two of the greatest thinkers of all times.  Does this mean they were bad 
people he does not think so.  He thinks this shows as a society, throughout the course of 
humanity, we have progressed towards quality and anytime there are large cultural shifts,
which he thinks is where this country is headed with LGBT rights, it is tough because 
you have people that have deep felt beliefs and opposition and just because you do not 
agree with someone it does not mean you are a bad person.  He believes they are doing 
what they think is right and thinks everyone on this Commission is doing what they think 
is right for Leesburg.

Commissioner Bone stated he found the code provisions.

CA Morrison stated for clarification on what Commissioner Bone found, it is Section 1-
14 of the code which appears to be in tact since the 1953 version, which says “Whenever 
in this Code or in any ordinance of the city any act is prohibited or is made or declared to 
be unlawful … where no specific penalty is provided the violation of any such provision 
of the Code or any ordinance shall be punished by a fine not exceeding five hundred 
dollars ($500.00).” So that is in place and would apply and in terms of where you find 
yourselves you have an ordinance before you as to which Commissioner Bone has 
requested a number of amendments: 1) to add specific reference to that penalty, 2) to 
tighten up the provision regarding religion and add the reference or interpretation to the 
federal anti-discrimination statutes.  CA Morrison stated he thinks both are good ideas
and Commissioner Bone would need to make that amendment. 

CM Minner asked if CA Morrison is saying because this ordinance does not have a 
specific penalty section it would therefore fall into the generic penalty section of the 
code.  CA Morrison stated yes. 
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CM Minner disagrees because this does have a penalty clause in it; it is not a financial 
fine but it is very clear there is a penalty section.  There is a process and a procedure 
which is these conferences and determination and if there is found to be determination of 
discipline then the parities sit down and talk about it.  Through that process if they can 
agree to a mutual settlement, that settlement is written up, and if there is not a mutual
settlement then the complainant has to take this issue somewhere else.  He thinks that is a 
specific response, a specific fine, it may not be punitive financially, but the ordinance 
lays out a process that has a penalty and the penalty is this mutual agreement.  

CA Morrison stated during the process by the accused violator it is not mandatory which 
is where he disagrees with the city manager. A person can say they are not playing your 
game, have your mediation session but they will not be here.  The finding is based on the 
one story heard, but at the end there is no penalty, which is what a lot of people were 
saying and the code does provide that penalty.  This is why the ordinance came without 
the complicated administrative board procedure from Orlando and he wants to say this 
because if the Commission is changing the long standing philosophy he needs to know 
that for future ordinances.  For many years it has been the Commission’s philosophy, 
even the prior Commission, that the city did not create a plethora of administrative boards 
and adjudicatory commissions because it is duplicative and city managers prior to Mr. 
Minner thought it was unnecessary and unnecessarily expensive.  If it is the will of this 
Commission to create a board to enforce this ordinance then he can certainly do that but 
he was doing it when he spoke with Commissioner Robuck ahead of time and 
Commissioner Robuck concurred that he was the proponent of the ordinance to use the 
solitary procedure.  

Commissioner Bone stated his concern on the board is more directly related to what 
Commissioner Christian said particularly on a race issue.  He thinks that is something 
that as a community would need to have some diversity to it.  He did discuss with the city 
manager and as the ordinance is written he can designate someone or a committee as well 
to do the reviews.

CM Minner shared that conversation with the Commission because he does think passing 
this has some meaning behind it.  He thinks this is a good thing and also thinks there is a 
certain amount of uncertainty if the ordinance is passed which is okay also.  Being if this 
does pass and we go into uncertainty, before we start making additional rules to try to 
figure out what is wrong, he would suggest to trust that the manager to bring it back to
the Commission. If he receives 80 complaints he will be coming here crying uncle and 
saying we need to figure out a new procedure and if nothing happens then there is no 
harm no foul.  He would suggest doing this in incremental steps by voting on it as it is 
this evening and if it passes see how it works.  He thinks as complaints would come in as 
your manager tonight he is telling the Commission he will deal with them on a case by 
case basis.  If this turns out to be something of significance that needs a board he will do 
that or if it continues to be a process where we are inundated by these issues he will be 
back before the Commission. CM Minner stated he thinks incremental steps are the best 
thing and then thinks the city attorney has laid out a good example with the way this 
hitches into the fine issues and sets precedents in the future. 

Mayor Dennison asked for any other discussion
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Commissioner Bone made motion to amend the ordinance to add that the city follow the 
spirit of the Federal Laws as indicated in the last sentence of the Orlando ordinance.  He 
asked if there needs to be an amendment as to the religious exemption applying to the 
church schools and day cares.  

CA Morrison stated he struggled somewhat with that actual religious exemption section 
and took it ultimately as written in the Orlando ordinance but had trouble figuring out 
what it meant himself.  He did not know what the Commission would want to do but 
stated it could be tighten up if so desired.

Commissioner Bone also added in his amendment to add language that clarifies as to the 
religious exemption that it follows the Federal laws in place. 

Commissioner Robuck seconded the motion.

The roll call vote on the Amendment was:
Commissioner Bone Yes
Commissioner Hurley Yes
Commissioner Robuck Yes
Commissioner Christian No
Mayor Dennison Yes

Four yeas, one nay, the Commission adopted the Amendment.

Commissioner Bone moved to amend the ordinance and Commissioner Robuck seconded 
the motion.   

The roll call vote on the original ordinance with amendment was:
Commissioner Hurley No
Commissioner Robuck Yes
Commissioner Christian No
Commissioner Bone Yes
Mayor Dennison Yes

Three yeas, two nays, the Commission adopted the ordinance.

Mayor Dennison thanked everyone for their input.  She stated the Commission takes all 
this extremely serious which is why there has been so much discussion tonight. 

ADOPTED ORDINANCE 15-21 AMENDING THE CITY OF LEESBURG FAIR 
HOUSING POLICY______________________________________________________

City Clerk Purvis read the ordinance by title only, as follows: 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA, 

AMENDING §§7-232, 7-233, AND 7-234 OF THE CODE OF 

ORDINANCES, PERTAINING TO FAIR HOUSING, TO ADD 

SEXUAL ORIENTATION AND GENDER IDENTITY TO THE 

CATEGORIES PROTECTED FROM DISCRIMINATION; ADDING 
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DEFINITIONS OF THOSE TERMS TO THE ORDINANCE; 

REPEALING CONFLICTING ORDINANCES; PROVIDING A 

SAVINGS CLAUSE; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Commissioner Robuck moved to adopt the ordinance and Commissioner Bone seconded 
the motion.   

Mayor Dennison requested comments from the Commission and audience.  There were 
none.

The roll call vote was:
Commissioner Robuck Yes
Commissioner Christian No
Commissioner Bone Yes
Commissioner Hurley No
Mayor Dennison Yes

Three yeas, two nays, the Commission adopted the ordinance.

ADOPTED RESOLUTION 9607 AMENDING THE PUD (PLANNED UNIT 
DEVELOPMENT) ZONING ON APPROXIMATELY 75 ACRES ON CR 470 
(CORESLAB)___________________________________________________________

 
Commissioner Hurley introduced the resolution to be read by title only.  CC Purvis read 
the resolution by title only, as follows:

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 
LEESBURG, FLORIDA, AMENDING THE EXISTING PUD 
(PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT) ZONING AND 
DEVELOPMENT PLAN ON APPROXIMATELY 75 ACRES OF 
LAND CURRENTLY OWNED BY THE CITY OF LEESBURG, 
AND GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF CR 470 
AND WEST OF THE INTERSECTION OF CR 33 AND CR 48; 
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. (CORESLAB)

Commissioner Christian moved to adopt the resolution and Commissioner Bone 
seconded the motion.   

Mayor Dennison requested comments from the Commission and the audience.  

Deputy City Manager (DCM) Mike Rankin stated the 40 pages provided reflect some two 
months of continued work between CoreSlab and city staff in moving forward.  The city 
is very excited about this project, the end is near and ground breaking will be soon with 
others to follow.  He stated PZ Manager Dan Miller has a brief presentation if so needed. 

Commissioner Christian asked for a brief explanation on the layout of the retention pond.
Planning and Zoning Manager (PZM) Dan Miller stated the property on the north east 
corner; the triangle section is the retention area.  This area is not being purchased by 
CoreSlab.  The remaining 75 acres down below that triangle is what is actually under 
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contract and closing is set for very shortly. The CoreSlab company makes hollow slab 
concrete products used in stadiums, parking garages, and church construction, etc. Their 
current facility in Orlando is land locked; they have no room to grow or expand.  In 
Orlando all work is done completely outdoors and they lose about 30 days a year to 
weather; however, in Leesburg they will not lose any days as all work will be taking 
place indoors.  There will be an outside storage area.  The PUD requires a 150 foot 
landscape buffer, a 25 foot buffer along CR 470 for landscaping and 5 feet around the 
building and landscaping at the end of each parking isle.  Under the development phase 
the implementation is to begin within 36 months and they will probably be up and 
running a second shift with 36 months if not more; CoreSlab is very excited to get to 
Leesburg. 

Commissioner Christian asked if closing is still set for the first of June.

CM Minner stated a 30 day extension was approved about a month ago so the date has 
changed to July 1.  

The roll call vote was:
Commissioner Christian Yes
Commissioner Bone Yes
Commissioner Hurley Yes
Commissioner Robuck Yes
Mayor Dennison Yes

Five yeas, no nays, the Commission adopted the resolution.

ADOPTED RESOLUTION 9608 ADDITIONAL CUSTOMER SERVICE 
DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL ____________________________________________

CM Minner stated staff has a presentation prepared, but essentially this request is to add 
two new Customer Services Representative agents to the Customer Services staff.  The 
money is available this fiscal year from savings from the PIO position and then going 
through a process next fiscal year to be able to include this in the budget and keep it
revenue neutral.  Long story short the city continues to struggle in the Customer Service
division and he believes staffing is a big issue.

Commissioner Christian asked if these two will answer the phones and CM Minner 
replied yes, that is the plan.  

CM Minner introduced Paul Austin the city’s new Customer Service Manager and we are 
real happy to have Paul on board.  Paul has run customer service center from a financial 
trade position and the city manager thinks Paul comes with a bit of a business mind and a 
customer service mind which is what got him hired. 

Commissioner Christian moved to approve the two additional positions and 
Commissioner Bone seconded the motion.   
Mayor Dennison requested comments from the Commission and the audience.  
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Mayor Dennison stated she thinks the public should be very happy with this because we 
have been receiving so many complaints. 

CM Minner stated hopefully this will help. 

The roll call vote was:
Commissioner Bone Yes
Commissioner Hurley Yes
Commissioner Robuck Yes
Commissioner Christian Yes
Mayor Dennison Yes

Five yeas, no nays, the Commission adopted the request.

ADOPTED RESOLUTION 9609 FOR A CONSULTING AGREEMENT WITH 
MARBUT CONSULTING FOR A HOMELESS SURVEY_____________________
 

Commissioner Robuck introduced the resolution to be read by title only.  CC Purvis read 
the resolution by title only, as follows:

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 
LEESBURG, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING THE MAYOR AND CITY 
CLERK TO EXECUTE A CONSULTING AGREEMENT WITH 
MARBUT CONSULTING TO CONDUCT A LEESBURG AREA 
HOMELESS STUDY; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

Commissioner Christian moved to adopt the resolution and Commissioner Bone 
seconded the motion.   

Mayor Dennison requested comments from the Commission and the audience.  

Commissioner Bone stated he thinks there was an incident that happened just a couple 
days ago involving a couple of homeless people.  He thinks this will be helpful. 

Mayor Dennison stated the city has started to address the homeless issue by having 
meetings with, not only County, but also other city leaders on what can be done legally to 
improve this situation.  She stated Mr. Marbut is an expert in the country on homeless
and this is the first step of being able to calculate the numbers, to see how long they have 
been homeless, and where they are to start addressing a solution to correct this situation.

The roll call vote was:
Commissioner Hurley Yes
Commissioner Robuck Yes
Commissioner Christian Yes
Commissioner Bone Yes
Mayor Dennison Yes

Five yeas, no nays, the Commission adopted the resolution.
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INFORMATIONAL REPORTS: None

CITY ATTORNEY ITEMS: None

CITY MANAGER ITEMS:

CM Minner stated unfortunately the Venetian Gardens pool is having some issues with 
leaks.  Staff did open it on time and while school is not out the city only has it open on 
weekends.  We hope to be able to get the leaks and everything fixed by the time school is 
out.  Essentially we are dealing with a lot of old pipes that are leaking and staff is doing 
their best to get everything fixed.  There is no price tag yet on the fix and he is thinking if 
going to rough house a number, it is probably in the neighborhood of $50,000.  

PUBLIC COMMENTS: None

ROLL CALL:

Commissioner Bone had nothing.

Commissioner Hurley asked for an update on Kiwanis and Susan Street.  CM Minner 
stated staff has talked with Kiwanis in reference to the concession stand at Susan Street
now going on a couple months.  About a month the Kiwanis sent a proposal which CM 
Minner stated he returned with a city counter proposal for Kiwanis to provide a 
contribution to the city or directly to Pop Warner and the Baseball team in the amount of 
$2,700; $2,200 for Pop Warner and $500 for baseball.  The city offered to reduce the rent 
Kiwanis pays for the facility, which is $1,200 and that would be shifted directly to Pop 
Warner, so Pop Warner would be up $1,200 plus with is the $2,200 amount and baseball
stays at $500, plus they get their exclusive right to continue to provide concessions. 
Kiwanis then countered to the city that the $2,700 be paid in quarterly increments, which 
he approved, reminding everyone all approvals have to come before the Commission, but 
he rejected their offer of a sliding scale.  Kiwanis wanted a sliding scale so that if they 
did not have proper amount of football games, if the schedule called for less home games,
or if they did not meet sale quotas and could not make the payment then a ratio be 
provided.  Essentially it is a sliding scale that if they do not have baseball games or 
cannot meet sales then Kiwanis would not have to pay the money and that was rejected. 
CM Minner told Kiwanis they are getting an exclusive agreement and the sliding scale 
could go both ways; they could sell more or different products or bring more people out 
to serve longer and make more than the $2,700 which they would get to keep.  It is a bit 
of a risk reward that Kiwanis does not seem to want to accept and the ball is now in their 
court. He stated he spoke with a Kiwanis representative last Thursday or Friday and will 
give them a few more weeks.  Should they counter another proposal or not accept the 
city’s, he said he will bring this to the Commission recommending the city needs to take 
this over and move ahead to give recreation staff enough time to set up and be ready 
when the new season starts.  CM Minner stated in his opinion he thinks Kiwanis has been 
offered a very fair agreement and increases the monies for Pop Warner which was the 
catalyst of the discussions.  Commissioner Hurley stated if they do not like that deal 
they do not need it. Commissioner Christian asked if the bathrooms will be done this 
year also. CM Minner stated the bathrooms are a consideration in the CIP that could go 
over by the baseball field area with potentially an additional concession stand.  He stated 
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there is approximately two million dollars of capital items in the proposed budget 
provided by all the Department heads in the general fund and he will be cutting some of 
those before it comes to the Commission.  Any item cut, and the concession stand might 
be one we look at trimming, but those items will also be brought to the Commission for 
consideration. 

Commissioner Robuck congratulated electric director Patrick Foster as being accepted 
to the FMPA’s board of nominating committees.  The FMPA is very important to our 
electric utility; they are dealing with results of the audit, it was not so great, so the next 
slate of officers would be very important and it is great that they think highly on Patrick 
giving Leesburg a voice on that decision.  He also commended Finance Director Bill 
Spinelli on reducing the 401 fees which was on the consent agenda; it is a big deal for 
employees cutting the fees charged.  On Monday, Memorial Day, he and his wife had
lunch at SIP on Main Street and he just wanted to comment on how great the flags
looked.  He thought it was a really nice touch.  He thinks many times people forget 
Memorial Day is not about celebrating America or Veterans, it is about paying tribute to 
those who paid the ultimate sacrifice.  Then to address something Commissioner Hurley 
said at the last meeting, “Dan, I am the opposite of you; I am a conservative”, 
Commissioner Robuck stated that is first time in his life he has been called liberal.  So he 
just wanted to say that during budget time when Commissioner Hurley wants to spend 
money, he is going to remind him over and over again who the conservative is.  
Commissioner Hurley responded fair enough.

Commissioner Christian stated talking about the pool, the Dabney pool has no parking 
area; a city facility without adequate parking spaces causes a problem for him.  He thinks
all facilities with a city of Leesburg logo should be Class “A” facilities, so hopefully
during the next budget cycle staff can look at maybe putting ten parking spaces out there 
to make it look presentable.  The city accepted property coming down Harlem, he does
not know how far back it goes beside the NAACP building and the city pool, but would
like to see some kind of landscape or some trees to make our facility look Class “A”
when riding down Beecher Street. On the Susan Street concession stand, he said it may 
be in the CIP, but if staff decides not to renovate the whole building, maybe we could 
paint the doors or add some new bathroom fixtures, does not have to be in the thirty to 
forty thousand dollar range, but enough to make it look presentable so when someone 
from another city comes to our facility they do not look at the bathroom and hold their 
noses walking in. Commissioner Christian stated Sunday the Community Development 
Corporation will be putting on an event called Soulful Sunday.  It is going to be on Pine 
Street in the big lot and just a day where the community and city can come together for 
music, venders, dancing, and celebrate together.  He is inviting all to come down after 
leaving church on the first Sunday of the month and just hang out with the Community 
Development Corporation as they attempt to bring our community and our city closer 
together.  He stated we had a heated discussion tonight and he prayerfully hopes 
everyone can walk out of here realizing that our city has more business to take care of
and move forward with our city as a whole. 

Mayor Dennison stated this was not a contentious meeting, you just wait, and things are 
changing.  She stated on Memorial Day, not sure how many watched LakeFront TV, but 
she stated they did a phenomenal job with Veterans shows and it just showed her how 
LakeFront TV is moving up to another class of quality.  She stated with the Honor Flight 
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you could actually feel the excitement of the 80 and 90 year old Veterans who were taken 
up in the Stearman by-planes. She stated this week is the Leesburg High School 
Graduation where approximately 350 students are graduating and she wants to 
congratulate them and their teachers.  Unfortunately, we are losing the principal but it is 
quite a school and if you have not been there go visit and see what is going.  Mayor 
Dennison stated on Veterans Day she would like to see the city take that day to 
rededicate Veterans Memorial Park, make it official and have a Veterans ceremony in the 
park.  This is a request from several people in our Veterans groups and she would like to 
see that and the city support this in November.

ADJOURN:

Commissioner Christian moved to adjourn the meeting.  The meeting adjourned at 7:42
p.m.

____________________________________
Mayor 

ATTEST:

________________________________________
J. Andi Purvis
City Clerk & Recorder



Item No: 4.C.1.

Meeting Date: June 22, 2015

From: William Spinelli, CPA, Finance Director

Subject: Resolution Authorizing Signatories on all Bank Accounts at TD Bank, N.A.

Staff Recommendation:
Staff recommends approval of the resolution authorizing signatories on all bank accounts at TD 
Bank, N.A.

Analysis:
The requested action is necessary to designate signatories on all bank accounts at TD Bank, N.A.  
The City is primarily using the TD bank accounts for their Certificate of Deposit investments.   

Options:
1.  Approval of the attached resolution authorizing signatories on the accounts at TD Bank, N.A.
2.  Such alternative action as the Commission may deem appropriate 

Fiscal Impact:  
None

Submission Date and Time:    6/19/2015 3:47 PM____

Department: ______________________
Prepared by:  ______________________                      
Attachments:         Yes____   No ______
Advertised:  ____Not Required ______  
Dates:  __________________________                      
Attorney Review :       Yes___  No ____

 
_________________________________  
Revised 6/10/04 

Reviewed by: Dept. Head ________

Finance  Dept. __________________                                    
 

Deputy C.M. ___________________                                          
Submitted by:
City Manager ___________________

Account No. _________________

Project No. ___________________

WF No. ______________________

Budget  ______________________

Available _____________________



RESOLUTION NO._______________

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF CITY OF 
LEESBURG, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING SIGNATORIES AS 
REQUIRED BY TD BANK TO HONOR ALL CHECKS, DRAFTS, 
OR OTHER ORDERS FOR PAYMENT OF MONEY DRAWN IN 
THE NAME OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG; AND PROVIDING A 
SAMPLE OF SAID INDIVIDUALS SIGNATURE;  AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG, 
FLORIDA:

WHEREAS, TD Bank, N.A., whose address is TD Bank, N.A., 11000 Atrium Way, 
Mt. Laurel, NJ 08054 has qualified as a City depository pursuant to the provisions of 
Chapter 280, Florida Statutes; and,

WHEREAS, the Commission, in and for the City of Leesburg, desires to authorize 
signatories required by TD Bank to honor all checks, drafts and other orders for payment of 
money drawn in the name of the City of Leesburg on its demand deposits, time deposits and 
savings accounts at TD Bank, N.A.

WHEREAS, TD Bank, N.A. has requested that the Commission provide a sample 
of the signatories of Mayor, City Manager, and Finance Director of the City of Leesburg, 
Florida to facilitate the above referenced transactions.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Commission, in and for the 
City of Leesburg, Florida as follows:

1. That, the City of Leesburg hereby authorizes signatories to honor all checks, drafts, 
and other orders for payment of money drawn in the name of the City of Leesburg, 
effective June 22, 2015, as follows:

Alfred Minner, City Manager
City of Leesburg, Florida

William Spinelli, Finance Director
City of Leesburg, Florida

James Williams, Deputy Finance Director
City of Leesburg, Florida

2. That, TD Bank, N.A. is being provided a sample of the signatories of the 
aforementioned authorized persons.



3. That, upon adoption by the Commission in open session this resolution shall be 
made a part of the Public Records of the City of Leesburg, Florida, and a copy hereof 
shall be furnished to TD Bank, N.A.

4. This Resolution shall take effect immediately.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Commission of the City of Leesburg, Florida, at a 
regular meeting held the 22nd day of June 2015.

 _________________________________
  Mayor

ATTEST:

_______________________________
City Clerk





















Item No: 4.C.2.

Meeting Date: June 22, 2015

From: Robert W. Hicks, Chief of Police

Subject: Resolution authorizing the Police Department to apply for and, if awarded, 
accept an Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant to defray the 
purchase cost of four new in-car video recording systems.

Staff Recommendation: 
Staff recommends approval of the resolution authorizing the Police Department to apply for and, if 
awarded, accept an Edward Byrne Memorial Justice Assistance Grant in the amount of $11,696 to 
defray the purchase cost of four new in-car video recording systems.

Description                                Unit Cost               Quantity         Price __  
DVM 800 Camera Kit $3,995.00          4  $15,980.00                 
Microphone Holster  $35.00  4  $140.00
Trade-in Credit  ($500.00)  4             ($2,000.00)  
Total   $14,120.00
Grant                                          ($11,696.00)
City Appropriation   $2,424.00

Analysis:
The ability to capture and review audio/video information has become an integral part of modern 
policing.  The video produced has several practical applications.  Some of the uses may include 
preserving evidence for court, training officer, scrutinizing police actions, and evaluating policies.  
Increasingly, these recordings have been relied upon to be an objective witness when police actions 
are questioned.  The problem is some of the patrol cars are not equipped with a system.  Others 
have systems that are not fully operable such as an audio record function does not work.  The grant 
will enable the department to continue the process of incrementally replacing older systems that are 
not fully functional.

Options:
1. Accept the grant to reduce the city’s out of pocket expense to replace the units.
2.  Such alternative action as the Commission may deem appropriate 

Fiscal Impact:  
The grant and equipment trade-in credit will fund approximately 85% ($13,696.00) of the cost.  
There is no matching fund requirement to receive this grant.  However, the city would be expected 



to fund the balance of $2,424.00 from the current Police operating budget.  This would be the city’s 
total appropriation for replacing the four units.

Submission Date and Time:    6/19/2015 3:47 PM____

Department: ____Police______________
Prepared by:  Earl Bean/Lisa Carter  
Attachments:         Yes__x__   No ______
Advertised:  ____Not Required ______  
Dates:  __________________________                      
Attorney Review :       Yes___  No ____

 
_________________________________            
Revised 6/10/04 

Reviewed by: Dept. Head ________

Finance  Dept. __________________                                    
 

Deputy C.M. ___________________                                          
Submitted by:
City Manager ___________________

Account No. _001-0000-331-2100__

Project No. ___________________

WF No. ______________________

Budget  ______________________

Available _____________________



RESOLUTION _________

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 
LEESBURG, FLORIDA, AUTHORIZING THE POLICE 
DEPARTMENT TO APPLY FOR, AND, IF AWARDED ACCEPT 
THE EDWARD BYRNE GRANT FROM THE US DEPARTMENT 
OF JUSTICE FOR $11,696.00 TO SUPPLEMENT COSTS 
ASSOCIATED WITH THE PURCHASE OF DEPARTMENT 
EQUIPMENT; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE.

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG, 
FLORIDA:

THAT the Leesburg Police Department is hereby authorized to apply for, and if 
awarded, accept an Edward Byrne Grant from the U.S. Department of Justice in the amount 
of $11,696.00 to supplement costs associated with the purchase of certain department 
equipment.

THAT this resolution shall become effective immediately upon adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Commission of the City of Leesburg, Florida, at a 
regular meeting held the 22nd day of June 2015.

 ________________________________
 Mayor

ATTEST:

_______________________________
City Clerk



Ordered Item Number Description Retail Price Item Discount Discount Ext. Price

3 001-00038-10 DVM-800 Complete Kit $3995.00 $0.00 $0.00 $11,985.00

3 004-09056-00 Holster, Black with belt clip for 
RMT800

$35.00 $0.00 $0.00 $105.00

1 DVM-500 Trade In $0.00 $500.00 $500.00 ($500.00)

1 DVM-500 Trade In $0.00 $500.00 $500.00 ($500.00)

Total Discount $1,000.00

Subtotal $11,090.00

Misc

Tax $0.00

Freight $90.00

Total $11,180.00

Customer ID Salesperson Shipping Method Payment Terms Created By Quote Valid

LEEFL0 TM Troy McCoy 90 Days

   Customer:

   Leesburg Police Department

   Chris Parsons

   115 E Magnolia St

   Leesburg, FL 34748

  9705 Loiret Blvd.

  Lenexa, KS 66219

 1-800-440-4947  www.digitalallyinc.com

Thank you for your interest in Digital Ally  products. If you would like to place an order, please contact the Digital Ally 
Sales Team at 1-800-440-4947.

Notes:

1.  Exclusion of Other Terms; Entire Agreement.  Additional or different terms or conditions proposed by you 
(including any additional or different terms provided in a purchase order) will be void and of no effect unless 
specifically accepted in writing by Digital Ally.  Digital Ally’s sales invoice, these Terms, the warranty and any special 
conditions executed by you and Digital Ally (collectively, the “Order”) supersedes and cancels all prior 
communications between us, whether verbal or written, and constitutes the entire agreement between us unless 
modified in writing and signed by each of us.

2. Payment.  Payment terms are cash on delivery, except where credit has been established and maintained to 
Digital Ally’s satisfaction.  If you have established credit, payment terms are net 30 days from date of shipment.  Any 

TERMS OF SALE

Your purchase of goods from Digital Ally, Inc., a Nevada corporation (“Digital Ally”) will be governed by the following terms of sale
 (“Terms”).  You will be referred to throughout these Terms as “you”. 
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invoice that you fail to pay when due will bear interest at the rate of 1-1/2% per month or the highest rate then 
permitted by law, whichever is less.  You must also reimburse Digital Ally for its costs incurred (including internal 
administrative expenses and reasonable attorneys’ fees) in the collection of your past due invoices.

3.Security Interest.  Digital Ally retains a security interest in all goods delivered to you and all proceeds until paid in 
full.  You agree, without further consideration, at any time to do or cause to be done, all acts, and to execute and 
deliver, all such documents as Digital Ally may reasonably request in order to protect Digital Ally’s security interest 
in the goods, including the filing of financing statements that Digital Ally may deem necessary to perfect its security 
interest.

4.Taxes.  In addition to the purchase price, you must pay any sales, excise or similar taxes applicable to the 
transaction, unless you provide Digital Ally with a valid tax exemption certificate.  You must pay use taxes, if 
applicable to the transaction, directly to the appropriate taxing authority.

5.Shipment.  Digital Ally will use commercially reasonable efforts to comply with your shipping instructions.  You 
must prepay all transportation and insurance charges prior to shipment.  Unless otherwise stated by Digital Ally, all 
shipments will be F.O.B. (free on board) Digital Ally’s manufacturing facility in Lenexa, KS. 

6.Force Majeure.  Digital Ally will not be liable to you for any loss, damage, delay, or failure of delivery resulting 
from causes that are beyond Digital Ally’s reasonable control.  DIGITAL ALLY WILL NOT BE LIABLE FOR INCIDENTAL, 
CONSEQUENTIAL, PUNITIVE, EXEMPLARY OR SPECIAL DAMAGES FROM ANY DELAY WHATSOEVER.

7. Limitation of Liability.  You assume all risk from your purchase and use of the goods.  Neither you nor Digital Ally 
will be liable to the other for any consequential damages, punitive damages, special, incidental or exemplary 
damages suffered by the other in connection with its performance of its obligations under this Order.  DIGITAL 
ALLY’S AGGREGATE LIABILITY UNDER THIS ORDER WILL NOT  EXCEED AMOUNTS PAID BY  YOU TO DIGITAL ALLY 
UNDER THIS ORDER.

8. Warranty; Limitations on Remedies.  Digital Ally’s warranty on the goods provided under the Order is set out in a 
separate statement, which sets forth the only warranty applicable to the goods sold under this Order.  THAT 
WARRANTY IS GIVEN IN LIEU OF ALL OTHER WARRANTIES.  THERE ARE NO WARRANTIES THAT EXTEND BEYOND 
DIGITAL ALLY’S WARRANTY STATEMENT.  ALL IMPLIED WARRANTIES ARE DISCLAIMED, INCLUDING, WITHOUT 
LIMITATION, WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY, NON-INFRINGEMENT, FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE, AND 
WARRANTIES IMPLIED FROM A COURSE OF DEALING, COURSE OF PERFORMANCE OR USAGE OF TRADE.  YOUR SOLE 
AND EXCLUSIVE REMEDY FOR A WARRANTY CLAIM WILL BE THE REPAIR OR REPLACEMENT OF THE GOODS.

9. Indemnity.  You will defend Digital Ally, its managers, agents, employees, successors and assigns, (collectively, the 
“Indemnified Parties”), and will pay all damages, losses, costs and expenses, including reasonable attorney’s fees, 
incurred by the indemnified party arising out of, or incidental to, your selection, purchase and use of the goods 
under this Order. This indemnification will survive the expiration or termination of this Order.

10. Risk of Loss.  Risk of loss to goods purchased will pass to you at the earlier of the time the goods are (a) duly 
delivered to the carrier, or (b) duly tendered to you for delivery.

11.Acceptance; Claims for Shortage or Error.  Delivered goods will be deemed accepted upon the earlier of your 
formal acceptance of the goods or the expiration of 30 days from receipt.  If you discover upon initial inspection that 
(a) some or all of the goods are defective or (b) do not conform to Digital Ally’s warranty, they may be returned to 
Digital Ally for replacement or a refund of the purchase price.  Digital Ally is not responsible for goods lost or 
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damaged in transit. You are solely responsible for filing claims against the carrier for any loss or damage.  Digital Ally 
will furnish all available information and give any other reasonable assistance requested to assist you in filing a claim 
for delivery damage.  Claims for shortages in shipment not chargeable against the carrier will not be considered 
unless notice is given within 10 days from date of receipt of goods.

12. Compliance with Laws. Compliance with Laws. You will comply with all laws and regulations applicable to you, 
including those dealing with the purchase and distribution of the products purchased under these Terms 
("Products").  You will further keep Digital Ally informed of any laws, regulations, governmental orders, or 
requirements, which affect the ordering, shipment, importation, sale, marketing, or distribution of the Products 
within your jurisdiction and will, in all cases, refrain from engaging in any activities or conduct, which would cause 
Digital Ally to be in violation of the laws of any jurisdiction. You agree at all times to comply with all United States 
laws or regulations, as they may exist from time to time, regarding export licenses or the control or regulation of 
exportation or re-exportation of products or technical data sold or supplied to you.  Without limiting the generality 
of the foregoing, you specifically agree not to resell any Products purchased under these Terms to any party, if such 
a sale would constitute a violation of any laws or regulations of the United States.  In conformity with the FCPA, you 
represent and warrant that neither you, nor any of your directors or any of your members, managers, officers, 
employees, or agents is an official agent, or employee of any foreign government or governmental agency or 
political party.  You agree to promptly notify Digital Ally of the occurrence of any event, which would render the 
foregoing representation and warranty incorrect or misleading.  In addition, you will at all times comply with all 
applicable laws of the United States concerning foreign corrupt practices or which in any manner prohibits the 
giving of anything of value to any official, agents or employee of any government, governmental agency, political 
party or any officer, employee, or agent thereof.

13. Governing Law; Jurisdiction and Venue. This Order and all disputes arising under this Order are exclusively 
subject to, governed by, and construed in accordance with the law of the State of Kansas, without regard to rules of 
conflicts of law.  Any action relating to this Order must be brought in state or federal courts located in Johnson 
County, Kansas, and the parties hereby irrevocably consent to the exclusive jurisdiction of, and venue in such courts.

14. Prevailing Party’s Attorneys’ Fees.  In the event of any litigation or arbitration related to this Order, the 
prevailing party will be entitled to recover from the non-prevailing party, the costs and expenses (including 
attorneys’ fees) reasonably incurred by the prevailing party in connection therewith. 

15. Cancelled Orders and/or  Returns.  All  cancelled orders  and/or product returns may be subject to a 20% 
restocking fee.

VuVault System Requirements
This is a quick reference guide to qualify on site machines for VuVault compatibility.  These include specifications for minimum 
requirements and recommended machines.  Our minimum requirements are higher on VuVault versus VideoManager to avoid 
issues for now and future released features to the program.  Computers that do not meet these requirements in many cases 
will work however we cannot guarantee stability or performance and will not support related issues.

Standalone Software (with or without wireless software)
               Minimum Requirements

-         Intel® i-Series Dual Core Processor (2.0Ghz or higher)
-         4GB RAM
-         Windows 7 Professional Operating System (32 or 64-bit)
-         40GB Free Space (Boot Drive)
-         Storage Drive (Qualify customer)
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-         DVD+/- RW Drive
-         Intel® HD4000 chipset or comparable video card
-         100Mb Network Connection
-         USB 2.0 CF/SD Card Reader
Recommended Specifications
-         Intel® i-Series Quad Core Processor (2.0Ghz or higher)
-         8GB RAM
-         Windows 7 Professional Operating System (64-bit)
-         40GB Free Space (Boot Drive)
-         Storage Drive (Qualify Customer)
-         DVD +/- RW Drive
-         Nvidia® GeForce 8800GS or comparable video card
-         Gigabit Network Connection
-        SanDisk USB 2.0 CF/SD Card Reader

Server Software (with or without wireless software)
               Minimum Requirements

-         Intel® i-Series Dual Core Processor (2.4Ghz or higher)
-         4GB RAM
-         Windows 7 Professional Operating System (32 or 64-bit) or Windows Server 2008
-         40GB Free Space (Boot Drive)
-         Storage Drive (Qualify Customer) Local NTFS (no FAT32 removable drives or network drives)
-         100Mb Network Connection
Recommended Specifications
-         Intel® i-Series Quad Core Processor (3.00Ghz or higher)
-         8GB RAM
-         Windows Server 2008 R2
-         250GB Free Space (Boot Drive)
-         Storage Drive (Qualify Customer) Local NTFS (no FAT32 removable drives or network drives)
-         Gigabit Network Connection

Client/Viewer Software
          Minimum Requirements

-         Intel® i-Series Dual Core Processor (2.0Ghz or higher)
-         2GB RAM
-         Windows XP Service Pack 3 or Windows 7 Pro (32 or 64-bit)
-         40GB Free Space (Boot Drive)
-         DVD+/- RW
-         Intel® HD4000 chipset or comparable video card
-         USB 2.0 CF/SD Card Reader
-         100Mb Network Connection
Recommended Specifications
-         Intel® i-Series Dual Core Processor (3.0Ghz or higher)
-         4GB RAM
-         Windows 7 Professional (64-bit)
-         40GB Free Space (Boot Drive)
-         DVD+/-RW
-         Nvidia® GeForce 8800GS or comparable video card
-         SanDisk USB 2.0 CF/SD Card Reader
-         Gigabit Network Connection

Wireless Requirements and Recommendations
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Minimum Requirements

-         Dedicated Outdoor Business Class Wireless Access Point (802.11n & 2.4Ghz)
-         5 cars transferring simultaneously per Access Point
-         WPA-PSK w/TKIP Encryption (WPA2-PSK w/AES preferred)
-         DHCP Component (Can be integrated to AP or external)

Recommended Model Access Points

-         DLINK DAP-3520
-         Ubiquiti UniFi Outdoor
-         Cisco Aironet 1300 Outdoor

Quote

Date

Page

6/5/2015

5

QUO-11291-N0Z4T4



Ordered Item Number Description Retail Price Item Discount Discount Ext. Price

4 001-00038-10 DVM-800 Complete Kit $3995.00 $0.00 $0.00 $15,980.00

4 004-09056-00 Holster, Black with belt clip for 
RMT800

$35.00 $0.00 $0.00 $140.00

1 DVM-500 Trade In $0.00 $500.00 $500.00 ($500.00)

1 DVM-500 Trade In $0.00 $500.00 $500.00 ($500.00)

1 DVM-500 Trade In $0.00 $500.00 $500.00 ($500.00)

1 DVM-500 Trade In $0.00 $500.00 $500.00 ($500.00)

Total Discount $2,000.00

Subtotal $14,120.00

Misc

Tax $0.00

Freight $120.00

Total $14,240.00

Customer ID Salesperson Shipping Method Payment Terms Created By Quote Valid

LEEFL0 TM Troy McCoy 90 Days

   Customer:

   Leesburg Police Department

   Chris Parsons

   115 E Magnolia St

   Leesburg, FL 34748

  9705 Loiret Blvd.

  Lenexa, KS 66219

 1-800-440-4947  www.digitalallyinc.com

Thank you for your interest in Digital Ally  products. If you would like to place an order, please contact the Digital Ally 
Sales Team at 1-800-440-4947.

Notes:

1.  Exclusion of Other Terms; Entire Agreement.  Additional or different terms or conditions proposed by you 
(including any additional or different terms provided in a purchase order) will be void and of no effect unless 
specifically accepted in writing by Digital Ally.  Digital Ally’s sales invoice, these Terms, the warranty and any special 
conditions executed by you and Digital Ally (collectively, the “Order”) supersedes and cancels all prior 
communications between us, whether verbal or written, and constitutes the entire agreement between us unless 
modified in writing and signed by each of us.

TERMS OF SALE

Your purchase of goods from Digital Ally, Inc., a Nevada corporation (“Digital Ally”) will be governed by the following terms of sale
 (“Terms”).  You will be referred to throughout these Terms as “you”. 
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2. Payment.  Payment terms are cash on delivery, except where credit has been established and maintained to 
Digital Ally’s satisfaction.  If you have established credit, payment terms are net 30 days from date of shipment.  Any 
invoice that you fail to pay when due will bear interest at the rate of 1-1/2% per month or the highest rate then 
permitted by law, whichever is less.  You must also reimburse Digital Ally for its costs incurred (including internal 
administrative expenses and reasonable attorneys’ fees) in the collection of your past due invoices.

3.Security Interest.  Digital Ally retains a security interest in all goods delivered to you and all proceeds until paid in 
full.  You agree, without further consideration, at any time to do or cause to be done, all acts, and to execute and 
deliver, all such documents as Digital Ally may reasonably request in order to protect Digital Ally’s security interest 
in the goods, including the filing of financing statements that Digital Ally may deem necessary to perfect its security 
interest.

4.Taxes.  In addition to the purchase price, you must pay any sales, excise or similar taxes applicable to the 
transaction, unless you provide Digital Ally with a valid tax exemption certificate.  You must pay use taxes, if 
applicable to the transaction, directly to the appropriate taxing authority.

5.Shipment.  Digital Ally will use commercially reasonable efforts to comply with your shipping instructions.  You 
must prepay all transportation and insurance charges prior to shipment.  Unless otherwise stated by Digital Ally, all 
shipments will be F.O.B. (free on board) Digital Ally’s manufacturing facility in Lenexa, KS. 

6.Force Majeure.  Digital Ally will not be liable to you for any loss, damage, delay, or failure of delivery resulting 
from causes that are beyond Digital Ally’s reasonable control.  DIGITAL ALLY WILL NOT BE LIABLE FOR INCIDENTAL, 
CONSEQUENTIAL, PUNITIVE, EXEMPLARY OR SPECIAL DAMAGES FROM ANY DELAY WHATSOEVER.

7. Limitation of Liability.  You assume all risk from your purchase and use of the goods.  Neither you nor Digital Ally 
will be liable to the other for any consequential damages, punitive damages, special, incidental or exemplary 
damages suffered by the other in connection with its performance of its obligations under this Order.  DIGITAL 
ALLY’S AGGREGATE LIABILITY UNDER THIS ORDER WILL NOT  EXCEED AMOUNTS PAID BY  YOU TO DIGITAL ALLY 
UNDER THIS ORDER.

8. Warranty; Limitations on Remedies.  Digital Ally’s warranty on the goods provided under the Order is set out in a 
separate statement, which sets forth the only warranty applicable to the goods sold under this Order.  THAT 
WARRANTY IS GIVEN IN LIEU OF ALL OTHER WARRANTIES.  THERE ARE NO WARRANTIES THAT EXTEND BEYOND 
DIGITAL ALLY’S WARRANTY STATEMENT.  ALL IMPLIED WARRANTIES ARE DISCLAIMED, INCLUDING, WITHOUT 
LIMITATION, WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY, NON-INFRINGEMENT, FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE, AND 
WARRANTIES IMPLIED FROM A COURSE OF DEALING, COURSE OF PERFORMANCE OR USAGE OF TRADE.  YOUR SOLE 
AND EXCLUSIVE REMEDY FOR A WARRANTY CLAIM WILL BE THE REPAIR OR REPLACEMENT OF THE GOODS.

9. Indemnity.  You will defend Digital Ally, its managers, agents, employees, successors and assigns, (collectively, the 
“Indemnified Parties”), and will pay all damages, losses, costs and expenses, including reasonable attorney’s fees, 
incurred by the indemnified party arising out of, or incidental to, your selection, purchase and use of the goods 
under this Order. This indemnification will survive the expiration or termination of this Order.

10. Risk of Loss.  Risk of loss to goods purchased will pass to you at the earlier of the time the goods are (a) duly 
delivered to the carrier, or (b) duly tendered to you for delivery.

11.Acceptance; Claims for Shortage or Error.  Delivered goods will be deemed accepted upon the earlier of your 
formal acceptance of the goods or the expiration of 30 days from receipt.  If you discover upon initial inspection that 
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(a) some or all of the goods are defective or (b) do not conform to Digital Ally’s warranty, they may be returned to 
Digital Ally for replacement or a refund of the purchase price.  Digital Ally is not responsible for goods lost or 
damaged in transit. You are solely responsible for filing claims against the carrier for any loss or damage.  Digital Ally 
will furnish all available information and give any other reasonable assistance requested to assist you in filing a claim 
for delivery damage.  Claims for shortages in shipment not chargeable against the carrier will not be considered 
unless notice is given within 10 days from date of receipt of goods.

12. Compliance with Laws. Compliance with Laws. You will comply with all laws and regulations applicable to you, 
including those dealing with the purchase and distribution of the products purchased under these Terms 
("Products").  You will further keep Digital Ally informed of any laws, regulations, governmental orders, or 
requirements, which affect the ordering, shipment, importation, sale, marketing, or distribution of the Products 
within your jurisdiction and will, in all cases, refrain from engaging in any activities or conduct, which would cause 
Digital Ally to be in violation of the laws of any jurisdiction. You agree at all times to comply with all United States 
laws or regulations, as they may exist from time to time, regarding export licenses or the control or regulation of 
exportation or re-exportation of products or technical data sold or supplied to you.  Without limiting the generality 
of the foregoing, you specifically agree not to resell any Products purchased under these Terms to any party, if such 
a sale would constitute a violation of any laws or regulations of the United States.  In conformity with the FCPA, you 
represent and warrant that neither you, nor any of your directors or any of your members, managers, officers, 
employees, or agents is an official agent, or employee of any foreign government or governmental agency or 
political party.  You agree to promptly notify Digital Ally of the occurrence of any event, which would render the 
foregoing representation and warranty incorrect or misleading.  In addition, you will at all times comply with all 
applicable laws of the United States concerning foreign corrupt practices or which in any manner prohibits the 
giving of anything of value to any official, agents or employee of any government, governmental agency, political 
party or any officer, employee, or agent thereof.

13. Governing Law; Jurisdiction and Venue. This Order and all disputes arising under this Order are exclusively 
subject to, governed by, and construed in accordance with the law of the State of Kansas, without regard to rules of 
conflicts of law.  Any action relating to this Order must be brought in state or federal courts located in Johnson 
County, Kansas, and the parties hereby irrevocably consent to the exclusive jurisdiction of, and venue in such courts.

14. Prevailing Party’s Attorneys’ Fees.  In the event of any litigation or arbitration related to this Order, the 
prevailing party will be entitled to recover from the non-prevailing party, the costs and expenses (including 
attorneys’ fees) reasonably incurred by the prevailing party in connection therewith. 

15. Cancelled Orders and/or  Returns.  All  cancelled orders  and/or product returns may be subject to a 20% 
restocking fee.

VuVault System Requirements
This is a quick reference guide to qualify on site machines for VuVault compatibility.  These include specifications for minimum 
requirements and recommended machines.  Our minimum requirements are higher on VuVault versus VideoManager to avoid 
issues for now and future released features to the program.  Computers that do not meet these requirements in many cases 
will work however we cannot guarantee stability or performance and will not support related issues.

Standalone Software (with or without wireless software)
               Minimum Requirements

-         Intel® i-Series Dual Core Processor (2.0Ghz or higher)
-         4GB RAM
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-         Windows 7 Professional Operating System (32 or 64-bit)
-         40GB Free Space (Boot Drive)
-         Storage Drive (Qualify customer)
-         DVD+/- RW Drive
-         Intel® HD4000 chipset or comparable video card
-         100Mb Network Connection
-         USB 2.0 CF/SD Card Reader
Recommended Specifications
-         Intel® i-Series Quad Core Processor (2.0Ghz or higher)
-         8GB RAM
-         Windows 7 Professional Operating System (64-bit)
-         40GB Free Space (Boot Drive)
-         Storage Drive (Qualify Customer)
-         DVD +/- RW Drive
-         Nvidia® GeForce 8800GS or comparable video card
-         Gigabit Network Connection
-        SanDisk USB 2.0 CF/SD Card Reader

Server Software (with or without wireless software)
               Minimum Requirements

-         Intel® i-Series Dual Core Processor (2.4Ghz or higher)
-         4GB RAM
-         Windows 7 Professional Operating System (32 or 64-bit) or Windows Server 2008
-         40GB Free Space (Boot Drive)
-         Storage Drive (Qualify Customer) Local NTFS (no FAT32 removable drives or network drives)
-         100Mb Network Connection
Recommended Specifications
-         Intel® i-Series Quad Core Processor (3.00Ghz or higher)
-         8GB RAM
-         Windows Server 2008 R2
-         250GB Free Space (Boot Drive)
-         Storage Drive (Qualify Customer) Local NTFS (no FAT32 removable drives or network drives)
-         Gigabit Network Connection

Client/Viewer Software
          Minimum Requirements

-         Intel® i-Series Dual Core Processor (2.0Ghz or higher)
-         2GB RAM
-         Windows XP Service Pack 3 or Windows 7 Pro (32 or 64-bit)
-         40GB Free Space (Boot Drive)
-         DVD+/- RW
-         Intel® HD4000 chipset or comparable video card
-         USB 2.0 CF/SD Card Reader
-         100Mb Network Connection
Recommended Specifications
-         Intel® i-Series Dual Core Processor (3.0Ghz or higher)
-         4GB RAM
-         Windows 7 Professional (64-bit)
-         40GB Free Space (Boot Drive)
-         DVD+/-RW
-         Nvidia® GeForce 8800GS or comparable video card
-         SanDisk USB 2.0 CF/SD Card Reader
-         Gigabit Network Connection
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Wireless Requirements and Recommendations
Minimum Requirements

-         Dedicated Outdoor Business Class Wireless Access Point (802.11n & 2.4Ghz)
-         5 cars transferring simultaneously per Access Point
-         WPA-PSK w/TKIP Encryption (WPA2-PSK w/AES preferred)
-         DHCP Component (Can be integrated to AP or external)

Recommended Model Access Points

-         DLINK DAP-3520
-         Ubiquiti UniFi Outdoor
-         Cisco Aironet 1300 Outdoor
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Item No: 4.C.3.

Meeting Date: June 22, 2015

From: Al Minner, City Manager

Subject: Notification of Use of Emergency Procurement Procedures - Venetian 
Gardens Pool Repair

Analysis:

On Tuesday, May 5th the Public Works staff began investigating a leak in the plumbing at the 
Venetian Gardens pool.  The initial investigation focused on the side drain line and the recirculating 
lines inside the pump house. Leaks in the pump house were obvious, so staff, in accordance with 
procurement policy, solicited quotes for repair of the pump house lines while attempting to locate 
and isolate any other leaks. The low bidder’s cost to replace the pump house recirculating lines was 
$8,118. 

By Wednesday, May 13th the Public Works Department had determined there was also a significant 
leak in the main drain line under the pool. Based on the amount of work required to make repairs 
and the fast approaching Pool Opening Day (May 23rd), I approved a request from the Public Works 
Director to implement emergency procurement procedures.  

At the May 26th Commission meeting, in accordance with policy, I notified the Commission that I 
had utilized emergency procurement procedures in order to have the pool ready for opening day. I 
also provided a project status report, via email, on June 4th. 

While the pool was open for the Memorial Day weekend, repair work extended well in to June.  
Total cost to repair the leak, including the pump house repairs described above, was $41,655. The 
only remaining work is site restoration which will be accomplished by Public Works crews. 
Restoration costs, resodding, sidewalk repair and some minor electrical repairs, will not exceed 
$1,500 and will be handled under normal procurement procedures. 

Options:
This is official notification to the Commission of a completed emergency procurement in 
accordance with procurement policy. No action is required.

Fiscal Impact:  
In the current General Fund budget there is $75,000 budgeted for Economic development.  The 
necessary funds will be moved to the Public Works budget to complete the repair.  
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Item No: 5.A.1.

Meeting Date: June 22, 2015

From: Dan Miller, Planning & Zoning Manager

Subject: Annexation of 4.06+/- acres on East Richey Road for Lake-Sumter 
Properties

Staff Recommendation
Planning and Zoning staff recommends approval of the proposed annexation of 4.06+/- acres, 
located on Richey Road for Lake-Sumter Properties, Inc.

Analysis
The applicant has submitted a request for annexation of approximately 4.06 acres of land generally 
located on the north side of East Richey Road, and west of South Nursery Road as shown on the 
attached General Location Map.  The property is currently undeveloped. The current zoning is Lake 
County R-6 (Urban Residential), and the proposed zoning is City RE-1(Estate Density Residential).  
The applicant proposes to construct a single family residence.

The surrounding zoning of adjacent properties is SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development to the 
north; County R-6 (Urban Residential) and City R-3 (High Density Residential) to the south; City R-
1 (Low Density Residential) to the east; and County R-6 (Urban Residential) to the west.  
Annexation of this site would allow for the application of City of Leesburg codes and standards, 
plus the use of City utilities on the subject property.

Also on the agenda are City of Leesburg small scale comp plan amendment and rezoning 
applications for this property, with recommendations for approval from both the Planning & 
Zoning staff and Leesburg Planning Commission. 

Options:
1. Approve the annexation thereby allowing appropriate development of the subject property 

under City of Leesburg codes and regulations.
2.  Such alternative action as the Commission may deem appropriate 

Fiscal Impact:  
Annexation of this property, and construction of a new single family residence, will result in a small 
positive fiscal impact due to increased tax revenues added to the General Fund.
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ORDINANCE NO. ______

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA, 
ANNEXING CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY CONSISTING OF 
APPROXIMATELY 4.06 ACRES AND BEING GENERALLY LOCATED 
ON THE NORTH SIDE OF EAST RICHEY ROAD AND WEST OF 
SOUTH NURSERY ROAD, LYING IN SECTION 28, TOWNSHIP 19 
SOUTH, RANGE 24 EAST, IN LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA,  PROVIDING 
THAT SAID PROPERTY SO ANNEXED SHALL BE LIABLE FOR ITS 
PROPORTIONATE SHARE OF THE EXISTING AND FUTURE 
INDEBTEDNESS OF SAID CITY; PROVIDING THAT SUCH 
ANNEXED PROPERTY SHALL BE SUBJECT TO ALL LAWS AND 
ORDINANCES OF SAID CITY AS IF ALL SUCH TERRITORY HAD 
BEEN A PART OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG AT THE TIME OF 
PASSAGE AND APPROVAL OF SAID LAWS AND ORDINANCES; 
PROVIDING THAT SUCH ANNEXED TERRITORY SHALL BE 
PLACED IN CITY COMMISSION DISTRICT 3; AND PROVIDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE. (Lake Sumter Properties) 

BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA, that:

Section 1.  

Based upon the petition of Lake Sumter Properties, for the property hereinafter described, 
that the property hereinafter described be annexed to the city limits of the City of Leesburg, Florida, 
which petition has heretofore been approved by the City Commission of the City of Leesburg, 
Florida, pursuant to the provisions of the Laws of Florida, said property is hereby annexed and 
made a part of the city limits of the City of Leesburg, Florida. The subject property lying and 
situated in Lake County, Florida, is more particularly described as:

 Legal Description
(See EXHIBIT A)

Section 2.    

All of the property, real and personal, within said annexed territory, described in Section 1 
above, as provided by this ordinance, and the inhabitants thereof, shall be subject to the 
government, jurisdiction, powers, franchises, duties, and privileges of the City of Leesburg, Florida, 
and the said annexed property shall be liable, proportionately, for all of the present outstanding and 
existing, as well as future, indebtedness of the City of Leesburg, Florida; that all of the ordinances of 
the City of Leesburg, and all laws heretofore passed by the Legislature of the State of Florida relating 
to and which now or hereafter constitute its Charter, shall apply to and have the same force and 
effect on such annexed territory as if all such annexed territory had been a part of the City of 
Leesburg, Florida, at the time of the passage and approval of said laws and ordinances. The property 
annexed hereby is assigned to City Commission District 3.



Section 3.  

This ordinance shall become effective immediately upon approval at second reading.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at the regular meeting of the City Commission of the City of 
Leesburg, Florida, held on the ______ day of __________________, 2015.  

THE CITY OF LEESBURG

By: ___________________________
 Elise A. Dennison, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________________
J. Andi Purvis, City Clerk

EXHIBIT A
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Item No: 5.A.2.

Meeting Date: June 22, 2015

From: Dan Miller, Planning and Zoning Manager

Subject: Small Scale Comprehensive Plan Amendment for Lake Sumter Properties

Staff Recommendation
Planning Staff and Planning Commission recommend approval of the proposed small-scale 
comprehensive plan amendment to the City’s adopted Growth Management Plan from Lake County 
Urban Medium Density to City Estate.

Analysis
The property consists of approximately 4.06 acres, located on East Richey Road, west of South 
Nursery Road.  The project site is ten (10) or less acres and is therefore considered a small scale 
comprehensive land use plan amendment. The City will notify the Florida Department of Economic 
Opportunity (FDEO) of the plan amendment and the Department will review the project site to 
confirm that is ten (10) acres or less. At that time, the Department will determine that it is a local 
issue and not subject to Department review.

Currently, the property is undeveloped. The owner plans to construct a single family residence in the 
future.  The Future Land Use Map designation of the property is currently Lake County Urban 
Medium Density.  The surrounding Future Land Use Map designations are General Commercial to 
the north, (buffered by an existing retention pond) County Urban Medium Density and City High 
Density to the south; City Low Density to the east, and County Urban Medium Density to the west. 
The proposed future land use category of Estate is consistent with the proposed use of the property.

Included on this agenda is the annexation and rezoning applications for this property, with 
recommendations of approval from Planning and Zoning staff and the Leesburg Planning 
Commission.

Options
1. Approve the proposed Small Scale Comprehensive Plan amendment from County Urban  

Medium Density to City Estate; or
2. Such alternative action as the Commission may deem appropriate. 

Fiscal Impact
A small positive fiscal impact is anticipated as a result of the annexation, small scale comp plan, 
rezoning and future construction of a single family home on this property.
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ORDINANCE NO. ______

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
FOR THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA CHANGING THE 
FUTURE LAND USE MAP DESIGNATION OF CERTAIN 
PROPERTY CONTAINING APPROXIMATELY 4.06 ACRES, 
BEING GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE NORTH SIDE OF 
EAST RICHEY ROAD, AND WEST OF SOUTH NURSERY ROAD, 
LYING IN SECTION 28, TOWNSHIP 19 SOUTH, RANGE 24 
EAST, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA, FROM LAKE COUNTY 
URBAN MEDIUM DENSITY TO CITY OF LEESBURG ESTATE; 
AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. (Lake Sumter 
Properties)

WHEREAS, the City Commission has received written objections, recommendations, and 
comments from the City of Leesburg Planning Commission acting as the Local Planning Agency, 
regarding amendment of the Comprehensive Plan of the City of Leesburg, and has made 
recommendations to the City Commission for amendment of the Plan; and

WHEREAS, the City Commission of the City of Leesburg has held public hearings on the 
proposed amendment to the plan, in light of written comments, proposals and objections from the 
general public;  

NOW, THEREFORE,

BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA, 
that:

Section 1.  

The Growth Management Plan of the City of Leesburg, adopted by the City of Leesburg on 
December 10, 2012, pursuant to the Community Planning Act of 2011, Chapter 163, Part II, Florida 
Statutes, after public hearings by the City of Leesburg Planning Commission, is hereby amended in
the following manner:  

The Future Land Use Map is amended by changing the designation of an 
approximate 4.06 acre parcel of land generally located on the north side of East 
Richey Road, and west of South Nursery Road, from Lake County Urban Medium 
Density to City Estate as shown on Attachment 1, the revised map of said area., lying 
in Section 28, Township 19 South, Range 24 East, Lake County, Florida, legally 
described as:              

Legal Description
(See Exhibit A)



Section 2.    

All ordinances or part of ordinances in conflict with any of the provisions of this ordinance 
are hereby repealed. 

Section 3.  

This ordinance shall become effective upon its passage and adoption, according to law.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at the regular meeting of the City Commission of the City of 
Leesburg, Florida, held on the ______ day of __________________, 2015.  

THE CITY OF LEESBURG

By: 
____________________________________
 Elise A. Dennison, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________________
 J. Andi Purvis, City Clerk



EXHIBIT A

Alternate Key Number(s) 3853029 and 1800889 



Lake-Sumter Properties – Small Scale Comprehensive Plan Agreement - Case # SSCP-15-41

CITY OF LEESBURG PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION
DEPARTMENTAL REVIEW SUMMARY

DATE: April 15, 2015
OWNER: Michael & Erika Cruciger, Andrew G. Tremblay
PETITIONER: Michael & Erika Cruciger, Andrew G. Tremblay
PROJECT: Lake-Sumter Properties
REQUEST: Small Scale Comprehensive Agreement
CASE NO.: SSCP-15-41

THE FOLLOWING COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM EACH DEPARTMENT:

POLICE

No comments received as of 04/15/15

FIRE

“Nothing from Fire.” – David Johnson – 04/01/15

ELECTRIC

“Electric has no objections.” – Steve Davis – 04/01/15.

WATER DISTRIBUTION

No comments received as of 04/15/15

WATER BACKFLOW

“Water backflow has no issues with this.” – Helga Bundy – 04/02/15.

STORMWATER

No comments received as of 04/15/15

WASTEWATER

“No Comments.” – John Slote – 04/01/15

GAS

Approved by the City of Leesburg Gas Dept – per Kim Keenan Gas Distribution Coordinator. Natural gas 
is available at this property, contact kim.keenan@leesburgflorida.gov or 352-435-9420.

GIS

No comments received as of 04/15/15

BUILDING

No comments received as of 04/15/15

ENGINEERING/PUBLIC WORKS/SURVEY

“This property lies entirely within a special flood hazard area (SFHA) and will require floodplain 
development permitting before a residential site plan can be approved. Special consideration to remove 



Lake-Sumter Properties – Small Scale Comprehensive Plan Agreement - Case # SSCP-15-41

portions of the property from the SFHA by LOMA or LOMA-F should be taken before the building permit 
process is begun.  There are no objections to the requests.” – Adrian Parker – 04/01/15

ADDRESSING

“The legal description that was attached less’s out the north 50’ of the east 50’
Per the aerial and Alternate Keys provided, the north 50’ of the east 50’ needs to be included.
Exhibit “A” was included twice in the packet provided. Is there another legal description for the N50’ of 
the E50’?” – Deb Devoe – 04/01/15

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

No comments received as of 04/15/15

PUBLIC RESPONSES

Approval

Jane E. Parker – 2604 Western Way, Leesburg, FL 34748 – 352-787-2549 – grannyjp1018@aol.com

Disapproval

Antonia Mesia – 213 S. Nursery Road, Leesburg, FL 34748 – 352-315-4368



 
 
 

CITY OF LEESBURG PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
DATE:  April 15, 2015 
OWNER:  Michael & Erika Cruciger, Andrew G. Tremblay 
PETITIONER: Michael & Erika Cruciger, Andrew G. Tremblay 
PROJECT:  Lake-Sumter Properties 
REQUEST: Small Scale Comprehensive Agreement  
CASE NO.:  SSCP-15-41 
    
 
THE PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION RECOMMENDS: 
 
APPROVAL of the request 
 
for the following reason(s): 
 
1. This project meets the requirements of Chapter 163.3187(1)(c) Florida Statutes, for Small 

Scale Comprehensive Plan Amendments. 
 

2. The proposed Future Land Use Designation of City Estate is compatible with the adjacent 
properties with future land use designations of High Density, Low Density, and Lake County 
Urban Medium Density, and does not appear to present a detriment to the adjoining property 
to the north with a future land use designation of General Commercial. 
 

3. The proposed Future Land Use Designation of City Estate is compatible with the current 
surrounding zoning districts of SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development), R-3 (High Density 
Residential), R-1 (Low Density Residential) and Lake County R-6 (Urban Residential). This 
request does not appear to create a detriment to the surrounding properties. 
 

4. The proposed future land use designation for the site is consistent with the City’s Growth 
Management Plan, Future Land Use Element, Goal I, Objective 1.6.  

 
Action Requested: 
 
1. Vote to approve the Small Scale Comprehensive Plan designation from Lake County Urban 

Medium Density to City Estate and forward the recommendation to the City Commission for 
consideration.  

 

 



Lake-Sumter Properties, – Case # SSCP 15-41

CITY OF LEESBURG PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION
STAFF SUMMARY

DATE: April 10, 2015
OWNER: Michael & Erika Cruciger, Andrew G. Tremblay
PETITIONER: Michael & Erika Cruciger, Andrew G. Tremblay
PROJECT: Lake-Sumter Properties
REQUEST: Small Scale Comp Plan Amendment
CASE NO.: SSCP 15-41
 
GENERAL LOCATION:  The property is generally located on East Richey Road and South 

Nursery Road.

FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION: Urban Medium Density

SURROUNDING FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION:
North - General Commercial
South - High Density Residential & County Urban Medium Density
East - Low Density Residential
West - County Urban Medium Density

PROPOSED FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION:  City - Estate Density

EXISTING ZONING DESIGNATION: R-6 (Urban Residential)

SURROUNDING ZONING DESIGNATIONS:
North – SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) & M-1 (Industrial)
South - County R-6 (Urban Residential), City R-3 (High Density Residential
East - R-1 (Low Density Residential)
West - County R-6 (Urban Residential)

PROPOSED ZONING DESIGNATION:  RE-1 (Estate Density Residential)

EXISTING LAND USE:  Undeveloped property

SURROUNDING LAND USE:
North - Retention pond, Trucking Company
South - Single Family Residential
East - Single Family Residential
West - Undeveloped



Planning Commission 04/16/2015

MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING

OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS, CITY HALL

THURSDAY, APRIL 16, 2015, 4:30 P.M.

The Planning Commission of the City of Leesburg held its regular meeting Thursday, April 16, 2015, in the 
Commission Chambers at City Hall.  Chairman James Argento called the meeting to order at 4:30 p.m.  The 
following Commission members were present:

James Argento
Clell Coleman

Charles Townsend
Ted Bowersox
Stewart Kaplan

Frazier J. Marshall
Don Lukich

City staff that was present included Dan Miller, Planning & Zoning Manager, and Dianne Pacewicz, 
Administrative Assistant II.  City Attorney Fred Morrison was also present.   

The meeting opened with an invocation given by Chairman James Argento and the Pledge of Allegiance to 
the Flag.

MINUTES OF PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MEETING FOR MARCH 19, 2015.

Commissioner Charles Townsend moved to APPROVE the minutes from the MARCH 19, 2015
meeting. Commissioner Frazier J. Marshall SECONDED the motion, which was PASSED by a vote 
of 7 to 0.    

Dan Miller, Planning & Zoning Manager, informed the audience of the rules of participation and the need to 
sign the speaker’s registry.  He also informed Commissioners and the audience of the City Commission 
meeting dates tentatively scheduled.

Dianne Pacewicz swore in staff as well as anyone wishing to speak

NEW BUSINESS

3. PUBLIC HEARING CASE # SSCP-15-41 – LAKE-SUMTER PROPERTIES –
SMALL SCALE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA, FOR A SMALL 
SCALE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT ON THE SUBJECT 
PROPERTY FROM LAKE COUNTY URBAN MEDIUM DENSITY TO CITY 
ESTATE ON 4.06 +/- ACRES FOR A PROPERTY LOCATED ON EAST RICHEY 
ROAD AND SOUTH NURSERY ROAD AS LEGALLY DESCRIBED IN SECTION 
28, TOWNSHIP 19S, RANGE 24E, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE (CITY COMMISSION DATES - 1st READING 
ON MAY 11TH, 2015 AND MAY 26TH, 2015)



Planning Commission 04/16/2015

Dan Miller entered the exhibits into the record and presented the overhead exhibits.  The exhibit items in-
cluded the staff summary, departmental review summary, staff recommendations, general location/aerial 
map, land use and zoning maps, wetlands and flood zone map, site photos, and conceptual site plan.

There was a comment received from the Public Works department regarding that the entire property is within 
the flood zone. There were two public responses received for approval and one response received for 
disapproval.  

The Planning & Zoning staff recommended the approval of the request for the following reasons: 

1. This project meets the requirements of Chapter 163.3187(1)(c) Florida Statutes, for Small Scale 
Comprehensive Plan Amendments.

2. The proposed Future Land Use Designation of City Estate is compatible with the adjacent properties 
with future land use designations of High Density, Low Density, and Lake County Urban Medium 
Density, and does not appear to present a detriment to the adjoining property to the north with a 
future land use designation of General Commercial.

3. The proposed Future Land Use Designation of City Estate is compatible with the current surrounding 
zoning districts of SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development), R-3 (High Density Residential), R-1 
(Low Density Residential) and Lake County R-6 (Urban Residential). This request does not appear to 
create a detriment to the surrounding properties.

4. The proposed future land use designation for the site is consistent with the City’s Growth 
Management Plan, Future Land Use Element, Goal I, Objective 1.6. 

Action Requested:

1. Vote to approve the Small Scale Comprehensive Plan designation from Lake County Urban Medium 
Density to City Estate and forward the recommendation to the City Commission for consideration. 

Commissioner Bowersox asked if there was an easement to West Main Street.  Dan Miller answered that the 
Industrial zoning goes all the way to West Main Street.

This was the end of the discussion and the voting then took place.

Commissioner Stewart Kaplan made a motion to APPROVE case # SSCP-15-41 – LAKE-SUMTER 
PROPERTIES – SMALL SCALE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT.  Commissioner 
Donald Lukich SECONDED the motion which, PASSED by a unanimous voice vote of 7 to 0.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

The next scheduled meeting date is May 21, 2015.

The meeting adjourned at 5:30 p.m.

 ___________________________________
James Argento, Chairperson

 
_________________________________
 Clell Coleman, Vice Chairperson 

____________________________________

Dianne Pacewicz, Administrative Assistant II
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Item No: 5.A.3.

Meeting Date: June 22, 2015

From: Dan Miller, Planning & Zoning Manager

Subject: Rezoning of 4.06+/- acres from County R-6 (Urban Residential) to City RE-
1 (Estate Density Residential) for Lake Sumter Properties.

Staff Recommendation
The Planning staff and the Planning Commission recommend approval of the proposed rezoning 
for the subject properties from Lake County R-6 (Urban Residential) to City RE-1 (Estate Density 
Residential).

Analysis
The project site is approximately 4.06 acres.  The property is generally located on the north side of 
East Richey Road, and west of South Nursery Road as shown on the attached General Location 
Map. The present zoning for this property is County R-6 (Urban Residential). The current use of the 
property is an undeveloped lot. The proposed use is for a single family residence. The surrounding 
zoning designations are City SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) to the north; R-3 (High 
Density Residential), County R-6 (Urban Residential) to the south, R-1 (Low Density Residential to 
the east; and County R-6 (Urban Residential) to the west. The surrounding Future Land Use Map 
designations are General Commercial to the north; High Density and County Urban Medium 
Density to the south; Low Density to the east and County Urban Medium Density to the west. 

The proposed zoning district of City RP (Residential Professional) is compatible with the adjacent 
and nearby properties in the area and with the proposed future land use designation of City Estate. 
This request does not appear to create a detriment to the surrounding properties. 

By a vote of 7 to 0 on May 21, 2015, the Planning Commission voted to recommend approval. 

Options
1. Approve the proposed rezoning to City RE-1 (Estate Density Residential) thereby 

allowing consistent zoning and development standards for this area.
 2. Other such action as the Commission may deem appropriate.

Fiscal Impact
There is a small positive fiscal impact anticipated from the annexation of this property and the 
future construction of a single family home on this site.
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ORDINANCE NO._______________

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY 
OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA REZONING APPROXIMATELY 4.06 
ACRES FROM LAKE COUNTY R6 (URBAN DENSITY 
RESIDENTIAL) TO CITY RE-1 (ESTATE DENSITY 
RESIDENTIAL) FOR PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON 
EAST RICHEY ROAD, WEST OF SOUTH NURSERY ROAD; AND 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. (LAKE SUMTER
PROPERTIES)

Based upon the petition of Lake Sumter Properties, the petitioner of the property hereinafter 
described, which petition has heretofore been approved by the City Commission of the City of 
Leesburg Florida, pursuant to the provisions of the Laws of Florida, the said property located in 
Lake County, Florida, is hereby rezoned from County R-6 (Urban Residential) RE-1(Estate Density 
Residential) to-wit:

(Legal Description)
(See Exhibit A)

Alternate Keys # 1800889 & 3852029

Section 2.  

This ordinance shall become effective upon its passage and adoption, according to law.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at the regular meeting of the City Commission of the City of 
Leesburg, Florida, held on the  day of   , 2015.

THE CITY OF LEESBURG

By: _________________________________
  Elise A. Dennison, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________________
J. Andi Purvis, City Clerk



EXHIBIT A

Lake County Alternate Keys 1800889 & 3852029



Lake-Sumter Properties – Rezoning – Case # RZ-15-42 

CITY OF LEESBURG PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION
STAFF SUMMARY

DATE: April 10, 2015
OWNER: Michael & Erika Cruciger, Andrew G. Tremblay
PETITIONER: Michael & Erika Cruciger, Andrew G. Tremblay
PROJECT: Lake-Sumter Properties
REQUEST: Rezoning
CASE NO.: RZ-15-42  
 
GENERAL LOCATION:  The property is generally located on East Richey Road and South 

Nursery Road.

FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION: Urban Medium Density

SURROUNDING FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION:
North - General Commercial
South - High Density Residential & County Urban Medium Density
East - Low Density Residential
West - County Urban Medium Density

PROPOSED FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION:  City - Estate Density

EXISTING ZONING DESIGNATION: R-6 (Urban Residential)

SURROUNDING ZONING DESIGNATIONS:
North – SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) & M-1 (Industrial)
South - County R-6 (Urban Residential), City R-3 (High Density Residential
East - R-1 (Low Density Residential)
West - County R-6 (Urban Residential)

PROPOSED ZONING DESIGNATION:  RE-1 (Estate Density Residential)

EXISTING LAND USE:  Undeveloped property

SURROUNDING LAND USE:
North - Retention pond, Trucking Company
South - Single Family Residential
East - Single Family Residential
West - Undeveloped

PROPOSED LAND USE: Single Family Residence



Lake Sumter Properties – Rezoning - Case # RZ-15-42

CITY OF LEESBURG PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION
DEPARTMENTAL REVIEW SUMMARY

DATE: April 15, 2015
OWNER: Michael & Erika Cruciger, Andrew G. Tremblay
PETITIONER: Michael & Erika Cruciger, Andrew G. Tremblay
PROJECT: Lake-Sumter Properties
REQUEST: Rezoning 
CASE NO.: RZ-15-42

THE FOLLOWING COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM EACH DEPARTMENT:

POLICE

No comments received as of 04/15/15

FIRE

“Nothing from Fire.” – David Johnson – 04/01/15

ELECTRIC

“Electric has no objections.” – Steve Davis – 04/01/15.

WATER DISTRIBUTION

No comments received as of 04/15/15

WATER BACKFLOW

No comments received as of 04/15/15.

STORMWATER

No comments received as of 04/15/15

WASTEWATER

“No comments.” – John Slote - 04/01/15.

GAS

Approved by the City of Leesburg Gas Dept – per Kim Keenan Gas Distribution Coordinator

GIS

No comments received as of 04/15/15

BUILDING

No comments received as of 04/15/15

ENGINEERING/PUBLIC WORKS/SURVEY

“No objections, see comments for SSCP-15-41.” – Adrian Parker – 04/01/15

ADDRESSING



Lake Sumter Properties – Rezoning - Case # RZ-15-42

No comments received as of 04/15/15

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

No comments received as of 04/15/15

PUBLIC RESPONSES

Approval

No comments received as of 04/15/15

Disapproval

Antonia Mesia – 213 S. Nursery Road, Leesburg, FL 34748 – 352-315-4368

Mary Parker – 2605 Western Way, Leesburg, FL 34748 – 352-408-1161



 
 
 

CITY OF LEESBURG PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION 
 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
DATE:  April 16, 2015 
OWNER:  Michael & Erika Cruciger, Andrew G. Tremblay 
PETITIONER: Michael & Erika Cruciger, Andrew G. Tremblay 
PROJECT:  Lake-Sumter Properties 
REQUEST: Rezoning 
CASE NO.:  RZ15-42 
 
 
THE PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION RECOMMENDS: 
 
APPROVAL of the request 
 
for the following reason(s): 
 
1. The proposed zoning district of RE-1 (Estate Density Residential) is compatible with adjacent 

property zoned SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) to the north,  R-3 (High Density 
Residential) to the south, R-1 (Low Density Residential) to the east, and Lake County R-6 
(Urban Residential) to the south and west. The current use of the subject property is 
undeveloped, and the proposed use is a single family residence. This request does not appear 
to create a detriment to the surrounding properties. 

 
2. The proposed zoning district of RE-1 (Estate Density Residential) does not appear to create a 

detriment to the adjacent property to the north with a future land use designation of General 
Commercial, and is compatible with adjacent property to the south and west that has a future 
land use designation of Lake County Urban Medium Density. It is also compatible with 
property to the south that has a future land use designation of High Density, and with 
property to the east with a future land use designation of Low Density.  

 
3. The rezoning of the subject property is consistent with the City’s Growth Management Plan, 

Future Land Use Element, Goal I, Objective 1.6.  
 
Action Requested: 
 
1. Vote to approve the recommendation to rezone the subject property from Lake County R-6 

(Urban Residential) to RE-1 (Estate Density Residential) and forward to the City Commission 
for consideration. 
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING

OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS, CITY HALL

THURSDAY, APRIL 16, 2015, 4:30 P.M.

The Planning Commission of the City of Leesburg held its regular meeting Thursday, April 16, 2015, in the 
Commission Chambers at City Hall.  Chairman James Argento called the meeting to order at 4:30 p.m.  The 
following Commission members were present:

James Argento
Clell Coleman

Charles Townsend
Ted Bowersox
Stewart Kaplan

Frazier J. Marshall
Don Lukich

City staff that was present included Dan Miller, Planning & Zoning Manager, and Dianne Pacewicz, 
Administrative Assistant II.  City Attorney Fred Morrison was also present.   

The meeting opened with an invocation given by Chairman James Argento and the Pledge of Allegiance to 
the Flag.

MINUTES OF PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MEETING FOR MARCH 19, 2015.

Commissioner Charles Townsend moved to APPROVE the minutes from the MARCH 19, 2015
meeting. Commissioner Frazier J. Marshall SECONDED the motion, which was PASSED by a vote 
of 7 to 0.    

Dan Miller, Planning & Zoning Manager, informed the audience of the rules of participation and the need to 
sign the speaker’s registry.  He also informed Commissioners and the audience of the City Commission 
meeting dates tentatively scheduled.

Dianne Pacewicz swore in staff as well as anyone wishing to speak

NEW BUSINESS

4. PUBLIC HEARING CASE # RZ-15-42 – LAKE-SUMTER PROPERTIES –
REZONING 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA, TO REZONE 4.06 
+/- ACRES FROM LAKE COUNTY R6 (URBAN DENSITY RESIDENTIAL) TO 
CITY RE-1 (ESTATE DENSITY RESIDENTIAL) FOR A PROPERTY 
GENERALLY LOCATED ON EAST RICHEY ROAD AND WEST OF SOUTH 
NURSERY ROAD AS LEGALLY DESCRIBED IN SECTION 28, TOWNSHIP 19S, 
RANGE 24E, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE. (CITY COMMISSION DATES - 1st READING ON MAY 11TH, 2015 AND 
MAY 26TH, 2015)
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Chairman Argento stated that they would have the exhibits from case # 4 be quasi-judicial to be used toward 
this case to expedite.

There were no substantive comments received from the departments. There were no public responses 
received for approval and two responses received for disapproval.  

The Planning & Zoning staff recommended the approval of the request for the following reasons: 

1. The proposed zoning district of RE-1 (Estate Density Residential) is compatible with adjacent 
property zoned SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) to the north,  R-3 (High Density 
Residential) to the south, R-1 (Low Density Residential) to the east, and Lake County R-6 (Urban 
Residential) to the south and west. The current use of the subject property is undeveloped, and the 
proposed use is a single family residence. This request does not appear to create a detriment to the 
surrounding properties.

2. The proposed zoning district of RE-1 (Estate Density Residential) does not appear to create a 
detriment to the adjacent property to the north with a future land use designation of General 
Commercial, and is compatible with adjacent property to the south and west that has a future land use 
designation of Lake County Urban Medium Density. It is also compatible with property to the south 
that has a future land use designation of High Density, and with property to the east with a future land 
use designation of Low Density. 

3. The rezoning of the subject property is consistent with the City’s Growth Management Plan, Future 
Land Use Element, Goal I, Objective 1.6. 

Action Requested:

1. Vote to approve the recommendation to rezone the subject property from Lake County R-6 (Urban 
Residential) to RE-1 (Estate Density Residential) and forward to the City Commission for 
consideration.

Commissioner Lukich asked the difference between Estate Density Residential and Planned Unit 
Development zoning.  Mr. Miller answered that Planned Unit Development will generally have mixed uses, 
such as commercial uses.  Whereas Estate Density Residential is for larger single family uses.  The RE-1 
zoning allows for only 1 unit per acre, which is the lowest density that the City has.

This was the end of the discussion and the voting then took place.

Commissioner Donald Lukich made a motion to APPROVE case # RZ-15-42 – LAKE-SUMTER 
PROPERTIES – REZONING.  Commissioner Steward Kaplan SECONDED the motion which, 
PASSED by a unanimous voice vote of 7 to 0.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

The next scheduled meeting date is May 21, 2015.

The meeting adjourned at 5:30 p.m.

 ___________________________________
James Argento, Chairperson

 
_________________________________
 Clell Coleman, Vice Chairperson 

____________________________________

Dianne Pacewicz, Administrative Assistant II
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Item No: 5B.

Meeting Date: June 22, 2015

From: Dan Miller, Planning and Zoning Manager

Subject: Rezoning amendment from SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) to 
SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) for property located on East 
Canal Street (Amvets Post 2006)

Staff Recommendation
The Planning staff and Planning Commission recommend approval of the proposed rezoning for 
the subject property to SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) with revised conditions.

Analysis
The site consists of approximately 1.31 acres, and is currently zoned SPUD (Small Planned Unit 
Development), allowing automotive towing, sales and repair. The property is generally located on 
the east side of Canal Street, just north of Hall Circle.  The applicants, Amvets Post 2006, own 
property immediately to the north and currently have a contract to purchase the subject property. 
The request is to revise the existing SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) with language to 
temporarily retain (for nine months) the existing automotive uses and add recreational uses in 
keeping with the activities of the adjacent Amvets Post 2006. The surrounding zoning designations 
are C-3 (Highway Commercial) to the north; R-3 (High Density Residential) to the south; C-2 
(Community Commercial to the east and C-3 (Highway Commercial) to the west.  The current and 
surrounding Future Land Use Map designation is General Commercial.  The proposed zoning 
district of City SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) as conditioned is compatible with the 
adjacent and nearby properties in the area and with the existing future land use designation of 
General Commercial.

By a vote of 7 to 0 on May 21, 2015, the Planning Commission voted to recommend approval.

Options
1. Approve the rezoning under the new SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) conditions

as shown in (Exhibit A), or
2. Such alternative action as the Commission may deem appropriate.

Fiscal Impact
There is no significant fiscal impact expected from rezoning the subject property. 



Submission Date and Time:    6/19/2015 3:48 PM____

Department: __Comm Dev - P&Z___
Prepared by:  _Dan Miller, P&Z Mgr___                      
Attachments:         Yes____   No ______
Advertised:  ____Not Required ______  
Dates:  __________________________                      
Attorney Review :       Yes___  No ____

  
_________________________________            
Revised 6/10/04 

Reviewed by: Dept. Head ________

Finance  Dept. __________________                                    
 

Deputy C.M. 
___________MWR________                                          
Submitted by:
City Manager ___________________

Account No. _________________

Project No. ___________________

WF No. ______________________

Budget  ______________________

Available _____________________



ORDINANCE NO. ______

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA, 
AMENDING THE SPUD (SMALL PLANNED UNIT 
DEVELOPMENT) ZONING ON  APPROXIMATELY 1.31 ACRES 
FOR A PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED ON THE EAST 
SIDE OF CANAL STREET, SOUTH OF US HIGHWAY 441 AND 
NORTH OF HALL CIRCLE, AS LEGALLY DESCRIBED IN 
SECTION 26, TOWNSHIP 19, RANGE 24, LAKE COUNTY, 
FLORIDA; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE. (Amvets 
Post 2006)

BE IT ENACTED BY THE PEOPLE OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA, that:

Section 1.

Based upon the petition of Amvets Post 2006, (Donald Trombley, Agent), the petitioner of 
the property hereinafter described, which petition has heretofore been approved by the City 
Commission of the City of Leesburg Florida, pursuant to the provisions of the Laws of Florida, the 
said property located in Lake County, Florida, the City Commission does hereby rezone said 
property from SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) to SPUD (Small Planned Unit 
Development), to-wit:

(Legal Description)
(See Exhibit B)

Section 2.  

This ordinance shall become effective upon its passage and adoption, according to law.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at the regular meeting of the City Commission of the City of 
Leesburg, Florida, held on the   day of  , 2015.

THE CITY OF LEESBURG

By: _________________________________
  Elise A. Dennison, Mayor

ATTEST:

___________________________________
J. Andi Purvis, City Clerk



Case No.: RZ 15-51 EXHIBIT A 
Previous Case No.: 017-1-052109

AMVETS POST 2006

REZONING TO SPUD (SMALL PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT)

PLANNED DEVELOPMENT CONDITIONS

May 21, 2015

These Planned Development Conditions for a SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) District are 
granted by the City of Leesburg, Florida to AMVETS POST 2006, Incorporated, "Permittee" for the 
purposes and terms and conditions as set forth herein pursuant to authority contained in Chapter 25 
"Zoning", Section 25-278 "Planned Development Process" of the City of Leesburg Code of Ordinances, as 
amended.

BACKGROUND

The Permittee has submitted an application requesting a SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) 
zoning district to amend the uses and site plan on an approximately 1.31 +/- acre site within the City 
of Leesburg in accordance with their Planned Development application and supplemental information. 
The property is currently zoned SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) allowing commercial, 
vehicle repairs and sales.

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this document is to provide appropriate zoning standards to provide for a high 
quality built environment through the application of flexible and diversified land use and 
development requirements. The request is to revise the existing zoning, SPUD (Small Planned Unit 
Development) with language to temporarily retain the currently permitted automotive uses and add 
recreational uses in keeping with the activities of the adjacent AMVETS POST 2006.

1. PERMISSION

Permission is hereby granted to AMVETS POST 2206, to operate and maintain a SPUD (Small 
Planned Unit Development) development in and on real property in the City of Leesburg, 
subject to the conditions herein.  The property is generally located on the northeast corner of 
North Canal Street and Hall Circle.  The property is more particularly described in the legal 
description below.

2. LEGAL DESCRIPTION
See attached legal Exhibit B

3. LAND USES 

The above-described property shall be used for SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) uses 
as limited herein, pursuant to City of Leesburg development codes and standards. Uses shall 
occupy the approximate area as shown on the Conceptual Plan dated May 21, 2015 (attached 
Exhibit C).



A. Permitted Uses shall be as follows:
a. Private parks and open areas

b.. Recreational uses and activities in conjunction with AMVETS POST 2006 
or successor(s) in title to the property.

c. Memorial gardens 

d. Memorial services

e. Existing uses of the property, including towing services, vehicle repairs 
and vehicles sales shall be permitted as an interim use. This use shall 
vacate the property no later than nine (9) months from the date of final 
approval of this SPUD agreement.  If by the required date the existing 
uses are not terminated in full, and the operator of the existing uses has 
not vacated the property, the City shall issue a letter to the Permittee 
requesting that it appear before the Planning Commission at its next 
regularly scheduled meeting, and show cause why these Planned 
Development Conditions should not be revoked.

B. Uses prohibited shall be as follows:

All uses not listed as permitted uses by this SPUD (Small Planned Unit 
Development) including but not limited to: 

a. Residential uses

b. Firing, paintball, archery ranges and other recreational uses not specifically 
listed herein as permitted uses

c. Convenience store with or without gas pumps 

d. Package stores

e. Transient accommodations

f. Crematoriums and funeral parlors 

g. Restaurants

h. Automotive uses

i.. Car washes

j. Wholesale/Industrial uses

k. Other uses which are not similar in use, character or intensity which may 
adversely impact the adjoining properties do to traffic, noise, dust, etc. 

4. DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS

A.  The minimum development standards shall be those required for the C-2 (Community 
Commercial) zoning district except as amended by these conditions.

B. The impervious surface coverage for this site shall not exceed seventy (70) percent of the 
gross site area. A minimum of thirty (30) percent of the site shall be developed as open 
space, including retention areas, buffer and landscaped areas. Parking areas and vehicle 
access areas shall not be considered in calculating open space.  

C. The site shall be developed in substantial compliance with the Conceptual Site    
Plan attached hereto as “Exhibit C”. 



5. PARKING

A. The permittee shall have off-street parking spaces within the property per the conceptual 
site plan, pursuant to City of Leesburg Code of Ordinances, as amended, which shall 
include the required number of handicapped parking spaces.  

6. WETLANDS & FLOOD ZONES
A. There are no known wetlands or flood zones existing on the site. Should wetlands 

and/or flood zones be found on the subject property, all requirements of the City of 
Leesburg, St. Johns River Water Management District and all other government 
agencies with jurisdiction shall apply.  

7. DRAINAGE AND UTILITIES
A. Prior to receiving Final Development Plan Approval, the "Permittee" shall submit, if 

applicable, a Site Plan and Utility Plan in accordance with the Site Plan requirements of 
the City of Leesburg. Prior to removal, renovation or demolition of any existing 
development on the site, the permittee shall provide:

1) A detailed site plan demonstrating no direct discharge of stormwater runoff
generated by the development into any natural surface waters or onto adjacent 
properties.

2) A detailed site plan indicating all provisions for electric, water, sewer, and natural 
gas in accordance with the site plan review process as required by the City of 
Leesburg Code of Ordinances.

8. TRANSPORTATION
A. Should future development of the property necessitate a traffic study, at the time of 

development a transportation study may be required by the Lake Sumter Metropolitan 
Organization (LSMPO).  Based on the use of the property and substantiation of 
minimum change in traffic impacts, an exemption from this requirement may be 
requested from the LSMPO.

9. LANDSCAPING AND BUFFER REQUIREMENTS

A.  All landscaping and buffering shall be in accordance with regulations contained within  
the City of Leesburg Code of Ordinances, except as provided under these conditions. 

1) For each one hundred (100) linear feet, or fraction thereof of boundary, the 
following plants shall be provided in accordance with the planting standards and 
requirements of the City of Leesburg Code of Ordinances, as amended.
a. Two (2) canopy trees 
b.   Two (2) ornamental trees 
c.   Thirty (30) shrubs 
d.  The remainder of the buffer area shall be landscaped with grass, 

groundcover, and/or other landscape treatment. 
 e.   Existing vegetation in the required buffer shall be protected during any 

construction.
 2)   The current street side landscape buffer style and plantings located at the 



AMVETS-2006 post at 500 North Canal to the immediate north may be extended 
south along Canal Street to meet the landscape requirement on Canal Street.

B. A six foot high wrought iron decorative fence or wall shall be constructed on the 
southern boundary along Hall Circle, and on the northern boundary along East Line 
Street. The existing natural buffer of fencing, trees and shrubs along eastern boundary 
shall remain except for trimming and maintenance. The existing security chain link 
fencing along Canal Street may remain until the current automotive uses are moved per 
conditions of this document. 

C. Variations to the landscape requirements of the code may be approved by the Planning 
and Zoning Manager as long as the intent of this SPUD agreement and the City of 
Leesburg landscape code are maintained.

10. MAINTENANCE

A. With the exception of public utilities and sidewalks, maintenance of all site im-
provements, including but not limited to drives, internal sidewalks, landscaping and 
drainage shall be the responsibility of the owner. 

11. DEVELOPMENT PHASING

A. The proposed project may be constructed in phases if constructed in accordance with the 
attached SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) Conditions and Conceptual Plan. 
Changes to the Conceptual Plan (Exhibit C), other than those conditions described in 
this agreement, shall be revised in accordance with the Planned Development review 
process.

B. Implementation of the project shall substantially commence within 48 months of 
approval of this Planned Development.  In the event, the conditions of the SPUD have 
not been substantially implemented during the required time period, the SPUD shall be 
scheduled with due notice for reconsideration by the Planning Commission at their next 
available regular meeting. The Planning Commission will consider whether to extend the 
SPUD approval or rezone the property to another appropriate zoning classification. 

12. MISCELLANEOUS CONDITIONS
A. For all activities involving musical entertainment, hours of operation shall be limited from 

07:00 am to 09:00 pm Sunday through Thursday, and 07:00 am- 10:00 pm on Fridays and 
Saturdays.

B. The uses of the proposed project shall only be those uses identified in the approved 
Planned Development Conditions. Any other proposed use must be specifically 
authorized in accordance with the Planned Development amendment process.

C. No person, firm or corporation shall erect, construct, enlarge, alter, repair, remove, 
improve, move, convert, or demolish any building or structure, or alter the land in any 
manner without first submitting the necessary plans and obtaining appropriate approvals 
in accordance with the City of Leesburg Code of Ordinances.  



D. Construction and operation of the proposed use(s) shall at all times comply with City of 
Leesburg and other governmental agencies rules and regulations.

E. The transfer of ownership or lease of any or all of the property described in this SPUD 
Agreement shall include in the transfer or lease agreement, a provision that the purchaser 
or lessee is made good and aware of the conditions pertaining to the Planned Unit 
Development established and agrees to be bound by these conditions. The purchaser or 
lessee may request a change from the existing plans and conditions by following the 
procedures as described in the City of Leesburg Land Development Code, as amended. 

F. These SPUD Conditions shall inure to the benefit of, and shall constitute a covenant
running with the land and the terms, conditions, and provisions hereof, and shall be 
binding upon the present owner and any successor, and shall be subject to each and 
every condition herein set out.

G. The granting of this Small Planned Unit Development does not exempt the applicant 
from any other applicable regulations of the City of Leesburg and other governmental 
agencies and assessment of impact fees as required by ordinance

H. All uses on the property shall be subject to City of Leesburg Code of Ordinances 
Section 12-19 Regulation of Nuisances.

13. LEVELS OF SERVICE
As submitted, the proposed zoning change does not appear to result in demands on public 
facilities which would exceed the current capacity of some public facilities, such as, but not 
limited to roads, sewage, water supply, drainage, solid waste, parks and recreation, schools and 
emergency medical facilities. However, no final development order (building permits) shall be 
granted for a proposed development or redevelopment until there is a finding that all public 
facilities and services required for the development have sufficient capacity at or above the 
adopted level of service (LOS) to accommodate the impacts of the development, or that 
improvements necessary to bring facilities up to their adopted LOS will be in place concurrent 
with the impacts of the development



LEGAL DESCRIPTION  EXHIBIT B

The West 90 feet of Lot 2 and that part of Lot 3, lying East of Dozier’s Subdivision, Leesburg, 
Florida, according to the plat thereof recorded in Plat Book 2, Page 19, Public Records of Lake 
County, Florida, being in Block 50 of the City of Leesburg, Florida, LESS:  from the Northwest 
corner of Lot 2, Block 50, City of Leesburg, Florida, according to the Official Plat thereof as 
recorded in Plat Book 2, Page 19, Public Records of Lake County, Florida, run thence South 
89°59’30” East along the North line of Lot 2 a distance of 90 feet to the point of beginning:  run 
thence South 00°18’10” West parallel to the West line of said Lot 2 a distance of 308.62 feet to the 
Northerly right of way line of present Seaboard Coast Line Railroad;  thence North 75°06’22” West 
along said railroad right-of-way for 33 feet; thence North 06°22’23” East 302 feet to the point of 
beginning.  All being in Section 26, Township 19 South, Range 24 East, Lake County, Florida

Alternate Key # 1265169



CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN  EXHIBIT C
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CITY OF LEESBURG PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION 
 STAFF SUMMARY 
 
 
 
DATE:  May 15, 2015 
OWNER:  David Allen 
PETITIONER: AMVET’S Post 2006, Inc 
PROJECT:  AMVETS Post 2006 Extension 
REQUEST: Planned Developments Rezoning 
CASE NO.:  RZ-15-51    
     
GENERAL LOCATION:   The property is generally located on the east side of North 

Canal Street, south of US 441 and north of Hall Circle. 
 
FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION:   

General Commercial  
 
SURROUNDING FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION: 
   North -  General Commercial 

South -  General Commercial 
East -   General Commercial 
West -   General Commercial 
  

PROPOSED FUTURE LAND USE DESIGNATION: 
     no change requested 
 
EXISTING ZONING DESIGNATION:   SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) 
 
SURROUNDING ZONING DESIGNATIONS: 

North –  C-3(Highway Commercial) 
South -  R-3(High Density Residential) 
East -   C-2 (Community Commercial) 
West -   C-3 (Highway Commercial) 

  
PROPOSED ZONING DESIGNATION: 
    SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) – no change requested 
 
EXISTING LAND USE:  Economy Towing, Recovery & Repair 
 
SURROUNDING LAND USE:  

North -  Amvets Post 2006 
South -  Undeveloped 
East -   Single family residential 
West -   Office and undeveloped property  
  

PROPOSED LAND USE: Parking, storage building, barbeque and dining, outside 
entertainment to include alcoholic beverages and restrooms 
with a park-like environment 
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CITY OF LEESBURG PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION 

DEPARTMENTAL REVIEW SUMMARY 
 
DATE:  May 20, 2015 
OWNER:  David Allen 
PETITIONER: AMVET’S Post 2006, Inc. 
PROJECT:  AMVET’S Post 2006 Extension 
REQUEST: Planned Developments Rezoning  
CASE NO.:  RZ-15-51 
 

THE FOLLOWING COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM EACH DEPARTMENT: 
 

POLICE 
No comments received as of 05/20/15 
 

FIRE 
No comments received as of 05/20/15 
 
ELECTRIC 
“Electric has no objections. We will be involved when they start demolishing the buildings. Services will 
need to be removed and possibly some lights. When they submit site plans for review we can discuss then. 
All new services shall be underground.  Thanks.” – Steve Davis – 05/06/15. 
 

WATER DISTRIBUTION 
No comments received as of 05/20/15 
 

WATER BACKFLOW 
“Water backflow has no issues with this.” – Helga Bundy – 05/07/15. 
 

STORMWATER 
No comments received as of 05/20/15. 
 

WASTEWATER 
No comments received as of 05/20/15 
 

GAS 
Approved by the City of Leesburg Gas Dept, per Kim Keenan – Gas Distribution Coordinator. Natural gas 
is available at this location. 
 

GIS 
No comments received as of 05/20/15 
 

BUILDING  
No comments received as of 05/20/15 
 
ENGINEERING/PUBLIC WORKS/SURVEY 
“No comments.” – DC Maudlin – 05/06/15 
 
“Engineering and Floodplain management are approved.” – Adrian Parker – 05/07/15 
 
ADDRESSING 
No comments received as of 05/20/15 
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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
No comments received as of 05/20/15 
 
PUBLIC RESPONSES 
 
Approval 
 
Donald R. Trombley – 500 N. Canal Street, Leesburg, FL  34748 – 352-323-8750 or 352-255-7137 
Ruthie M. Hall – 11 Country Mill Court, Baltimore, MD 21128 – 410-747-2855 (per conversation with 
D.Miller 05/20/15 
 
Disapproval  
None received. 
 

 

 



 

 
 

 CITY OF LEESBURG PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
 
OWNER:   David Allen 
PETITIONER:  AMVETS Post 2006, Inc 
PROJECT:   AMVETS Post 2006 Extension 
REQUEST:  Rezoning to SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) 
CASE NO.:   RZ-15-51    
MEETING DATE: May 21, 2015 
  

 
 
THE PLANNING & ZONING DIVISION RECOMMENDS: 
 
APPROVAL of the request 
 
for the following reason(s): 
 
1. The proposed zoning district of SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development), as conditioned 

and shown in “Exhibit A”, is compatible with adjacent properties to the north and west  
zoned C-3 (Highway Commercial);  and with properties to the east zoned C-2 (Community 
Commercial) and to the south zoned R-3 (High Density Residential).  As conditioned, the use 
does not appear to create a detriment to the surrounding properties.  

 
2.   The proposed zoning district SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) is compatible with 

the Future Land Use designation of General Commercial. 
 
3. The rezoning of the subject properties is consistent with the City’s Growth Management Plan, 

Future Land Use Element, Goal I, and Objective 1.6. 
 
Action Requested: 
 
1. Vote to approve the proposed rezoning from SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) to 

SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) and forward to the City Commission for 
consideration. 
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING

OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION

CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS, CITY HALL

THURSDAY, MAY 21, 2015, 4:30 P.M.

The Planning Commission of the City of Leesburg held its regular meeting Thursday, May 21, 2015, in the 
Commission Chambers at City Hall.  Chairman James Argento called the meeting to order at 4:30 p.m.  The 
following Commission members were present:

James Argento
Clell Coleman

Charles Townsend
Ted Bowersox
Stewart Kaplan

Agnes Berry
Don Lukich

City staff that was present included Dan Miller, Planning & Zoning Manager, and Dianne Pacewicz, 
Administrative Assistant II.  City Attorney Fred Morrison was also present.   

The meeting opened with an invocation given by Chairman Agnes Berry and the Pledge of Allegiance to the 
Flag.

MINUTES OF PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION MEETING FOR APRIL 16, 2015.

Commissioner Don Lukich moved to APPROVE the minutes from the APRIL 16, 2015 meeting.
Commissioner Agnes Berry SECONDED the motion, which was PASSED by a vote of 7 to 0.    

Dan Miller, Planning & Zoning Manager, informed the audience of the rules of participation and the need to 
sign the speaker’s registry.  He also informed Commissioners and the audience of the City Commission 
meeting dates tentatively scheduled.

Dianne Pacewicz swore in staff as well as anyone wishing to speak.

NEW BUSINESS

1. PUBLIC HEARING CASE # RZ-15-51 – AMVET’S POST 2006 EXTENSION –
SMALL PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT REZONING AMENDMENT 
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA, AMENDING THE 
SPUD (SMALL PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT) ZONING ON  
APPROXIMATELY 1.31 ACRES FOR A PROPERTY GENERALLY LOCATED 
ON THE EAST SIDE OF CANAL STREET, SOUTH OF US 441 AND NORTH OF 
HALL CIRCLE, AS LEGALLY DESCRIBED IN SECTION 26, TOWNSHIP 19, 
RANGE 24, LAKE COUNTY, FLORIDA; AND PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE. (CITY COMMISSION DATES - 1st READING ON JUNE 8TH, 2015 AND 
JUNE 22ND, 2015)
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Dan Miller entered the exhibits into the record and presented the overhead exhibits.  The exhibit items in-
cluded the staff summary, departmental review summary, staff recommendations, general location/aerial 
map, land use and zoning maps, wetlands and flood zone map, site photos, and conceptual site plan.

There were no substantive comments received from the departments. There were two public responses 
received for approval and no responses received for disapproval.  

The Planning & Zoning staff recommended the approval of the request for the following reasons: 

1. The proposed zoning district of SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development), as conditioned and shown 
in “Exhibit A”, is compatible with adjacent properties to the north and west  zoned C-3 (Highway 
Commercial);  and with properties to the east zoned C-2 (Community Commercial) and to the south 
zoned R-3 (High Density Residential).  As conditioned, the use does not appear to create a detriment 
to the surrounding properties. 

2.  The proposed zoning district SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) is compatible with the Future 
Land Use designation of General Commercial.

3. The rezoning of the subject properties is consistent with the City’s Growth Management Plan, Future 
Land Use Element, Goal I, and Objective 1.6.

Action Requested:

1. Vote to approve the proposed rezoning from SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) to SPUD 
(Small Planned Unit Development) and forward to the City Commission for consideration.

Mr. Miller highlighted the following in the PUD conditions to expedite

3. LAND USES 

The above-described property shall be used for SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) uses as 
limited herein, pursuant to City of Leesburg development codes and standards. Uses shall occupy the 
approximate area as shown on the Conceptual Plan dated May 21, 2015 (attached Exhibit C).

A. Permitted Uses shall be as follows:
a. Private parks and open areas

b.. Recreational uses and activities in conjunction with AMVETS POST 2006 or 
successor(s) in title to the property.

c. Memorial gardens 

d. Memorial services

e. Existing uses of the property, including towing services, vehicle repairs and 
vehicles sales shall be permitted as an interim use. This use shall vacate the 
property no later than nine (9) months from the date of final approval of this 
SPUD agreement.  

B. Uses prohibited shall be as follows:

All uses not listed as permitted uses by this SPUD (Small Planned Unit Development) 
including but not limited to: 

a. Residential uses

b. Firing, paintball, archery ranges and other recreational uses not specifically listed 
herein as permitted uses

c. Convenience store with or without gas pumps 

d. Package stores

e. Transient accommodations

f. Crematoriums and funeral parlors 

g. Restaurants

h. Automotive uses
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i.. Car washes

j. Wholesale/Industrial uses

k. Other uses which are not similar in use, character or intensity which may adversely 
impact the adjoining properties do to traffic, noise, dust, etc. 

4. DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS
A.  The minimum development standards shall be those required for the C-2 (Community 

Commercial) zoning district except as amended by these conditions.

B. The impervious surface coverage for this site shall not exceed seventy (70) percent of the gross 
site area. A minimum of thirty (30) percent of the site shall be developed as open space, 
including retention areas, buffer and landscaped areas. Parking areas and vehicle access areas 
shall not be considered in calculating open space.  

C. The site shall be developed in substantial compliance with the Conceptual Site    
Plan attached hereto as “Exhibit C”. 

5. PARKING

A. The permittee shall have off-street parking spaces within the property per the conceptual site 
plan, pursuant to City of Leesburg Code of Ordinances, as amended, which shall include the 
required number of handicapped parking spaces.  

9. LANDSCAPING AND BUFFER REQUIREMENTS

A.  All landscaping and buffering shall be in accordance with regulations contained within   the City 
of Leesburg Code of Ordinances, except as provided under these conditions. 

1) For each one hundred (100) linear feet, or fraction thereof of boundary, the following 
plants shall be provided in accordance with the planting standards and requirements of 
the City of Leesburg Code of Ordinances, as amended.

a. Two (2) canopy trees 
b.   Two (2) ornamental trees 
c.   Thirty (30) shrubs 
d.  The remainder of the buffer area shall be landscaped with grass, groundcover, 

and/or other landscape treatment. 
 e.   Existing vegetation in the required buffer shall be protected during any 

construction.
 2)   The current street side landscape buffer style and plantings located at the 

AMVETS-2006 post at 500 North Canal to the immediate north may be extended south 
along Canal Street to meet the landscape requirement on Canal Street.

12. MISCELLANEOUS CONDITIONS
A. For all activities involving musical entertainment, hours of operation shall be limited from 07:00 

am to 09:00 pm Sunday through Thursday, and 07:00 am- 10:00 pm on Fridays and Saturdays.

H. All uses on the property shall be subject to City of Leesburg Code of Ordinances Section 12-19 
Regulation of Nuisances.

Commissioner Bowersox asked if the parking is off-street on Canal.  Dan Miller replied that all parking is off-
street. 

Commissioner Townsend asked if East Line Street is paved.  Don Trombley, a member of the AMVETS, 
replied that it is partially paved.  

Commissioner Townsend stated that if Hall Circle gives access to the residency behind the subject property, 
and if East Line Street gives access to the residency, does it give access to anything else.  Mr. Miller replied 
that while it is a public street, there is a good likelihood that East Line Street could be vacated.
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Attorney Morrison stated that vacating Line St to the vacant parcel, he doesn’t know if there is any continuity 
between the parcels.  If there isn’t, then it’s not sufficient to allow access and then there may be a problem 
because the only access would be on the North side.

Mr. Miller said that the AMVETS are interested in vacating the street.

Attorney Morrison said that this parcel has been back twice for landscaping, etc… and nothing has been 
done.  He doesn’t doubt that the AMVETS will do what they say, but where is the teeth if the owner doesn’t 
vacate by the end of that period he has to stay there.  Mr. Miller answered that there have been two cases 
regarding this property, a Conditional Use Permit and a Rezoning.  With the Veteran’s purchasing the 
property, that will take care of this issue.  In the sales contracts, there is also some form of penalty.

Don Trombley, representing the AMVETS, stated that they will landscape the property.  They do have a 
penalty in the agreement with the current owner.  They buildings will all be torn down and leveled, and they 
will start from scratch.

Commissioner Townsend asked why they want to retain the ability to fix vehicles.  Mr. Trombley answered 
that it is only temporarily until Mr. Allen moves his business.

Mr. Allen, the current owner, stated that he did not know it was zoned SPUD.  He asked to drop it and it did 
not get dropped.  He thought it was zoned C-3.  Mr. Miller stated that he has on record Mr. Allen’s signature 
for these two separate cases. 

This was the end of the discussion and the voting then took place.

The next scheduled meeting date is June 18, 2015.

The meeting adjourned at 5:31 p.m.

 ___________________________________
James Argento, Chairperson

 
_________________________________
 Clell Coleman, Vice Chairperson 

____________________________________

Dianne Pacewicz, Administrative Assistant II
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View of subject property, looking east

 

2nd view of subject property, looking east 



 

Adjacent property to the north, looking east (AMVETS POST 2006) 

 

Adjacent property to the south 

 



 

Adjacent property to the east, single family residence. 

 

Adjacent property to the west, unoccupied office building. 



 

Current view of subject property looking north along Canal Street. 

 

 

View of existing landscaping for AmVets post 2006.  This buffer will be extended to the 

subject property along Canal Street shown in the previous photo. 



Item No: 5C.

Meeting Date: June 22, 2015

From: Al Minner, City Manager

Subject: Resolution adopting the final Fire Assessment Fees

Staff Recommendation:
Approve the Final Fire Assessment Resolution.

Analysis:
At the April 13, 2015 Regular Meeting, the City Commission adopted the initial Fire Assessment 
Resolution which would generate the maximum revenue.  Below is the Initial Estimated Fire 
Protection Rate Schedule that was adopted:

The Fire Assessment ordinance provides for certain exemptions for the following categories of 
property:

a. Homesteaded, owner occupied residential parcels owned by Low Income Persons as defined 
in the ordinance;

b. Mobile Home Park and Recreational Vehicle Park properties, in accordance with an 
occupancy formula specified in the ordinance; and

c. Wholly tax exempt Church property used primarily for religious purposes.

As required by Section 197.3632, Florida Statutes, and City Ordinance 2015-10, notice was given by 
the City of Leesburg to property owners.  Notices were mailed to the property and information was 
also posted to the City website.  Additionally, a Fire Assessment presentation was presented at the 
regular City Commission meeting June 8, 2015.

Staff advises that for the City to generate maximum revenue, should the Commission choose to 
impose a fee at a smaller level or no fee, that discussion should be heard at this hearing.



Fiscal Impact:  
This resolution will generate up to approximately $3,300,000 in new General Fund Revenue.

Submission Date and Time:    6/19/2015 3:49 PM____

Department: ______________________
Prepared by:  ______________________                      
Attachments:         Yes____   No ______
Advertised:  ____Not Required ______  
Dates:  __________________________                      
Attorney Review :       Yes___  No ____

  
_________________________________            
Revised 6/10/04 

Reviewed by: Dept. Head ________

Finance  Dept. __________________                                    
 

Deputy C.M. ___________________                                          
Submitted by:
City Manager ___________________

Account No. _________________

Project No. ___________________

WF No. ______________________

Budget  ______________________

Available _____________________



RESOLUTION NO._________

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COMMISSION OF THE CITY OF 
LEESURG, FLORIDA, RELATING TO THE PROVISION OF FIRE 
PROTECTION SERVICES, FACILITIES AND PROGRAMS IN 
THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA; IMPOSING FIRE 
PROTECTION ASSESSMENTS AGAINST ASSESSED PROPERTY 
LOCATED WITHIN THE CITY FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 
BEGINNING OCTOBER 1, 2015; APPROVING THE RATE OF 
ASSESSMENT; APPROVING THE ASSESSMENT ROLL; AND 
PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE DATE. 

WHEREAS, The City Commission of Leesburg, Florida (the “City Commission”), has 
enacted Ordinance No. 15-10 (the “Ordinance”), which authorizes the imposition of Fire Protection 
Assessments for fire protection services, facilities, and programs against Assessed Property located 
within the City;

WHEREAS, the imposition of a Fire Protection Assessment for fire protection services, 
facilities, and programs each fiscal year is an equitable and efficient method of allocating and 
apportioning the Fire Protection Assessed Cost among parcels of Assessed Property;

WHEREAS, the City Commission desires to implement a fire protection assessment 
program in the City using the procedures provided by the Ordinance, including the tax bill collection 
method for the Fiscal Year beginning on October 1, 2015;

WHEREAS, the City Commission, on April 13, 2015, adopted Resolution No. 9580, (the 
“Initial Assessment Resolution”);

WHEREAS, the Initial Assessment Resolution contains and references a brief and general 
description of the fire protection services, facilities, and programs to be provided to Assessed 
Property; describes the method of apportioning the Fire Protection Assessed Cost to compute the 
Fire Protection Assessment for fire protection services, facilities, and programs against Assessed 
Property; estimates rates of assessment; and directs the updating and preparation of the Assessment 
Roll and provision of the notice required by the Ordinance;

WHEREAS, in order to impose Fire Protection Assessments for the Fiscal Year beginning 
October 1, 2015, the Ordinance requires the City Commission to adopt a Final Assessment 
Resolution which establishes the rates of assessment and approves the Assessment Roll for the 
upcoming Fiscal Year, after hearing comments and objections of all interested parties;

WHEREAS, the Assessment Roll has heretofore been made available for inspection by the 
public, as required by the Ordinance;

WHEREAS, notice of a public hearing has been published and mailed, as required by the 
terms of the Ordinance, which provides notice to all interested persons of an opportunity to be 



heard; an affidavit regarding the form of notice mailed being attached hereto as Appendix A and the 
proof of publication being attached hereto as Appendix B; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was scheduled for, and held on, June 22, 2015, and comments 
and objections of all interested persons have been heard and considered as required by the terms of 
the Ordinance.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COMMISSION OF 
THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA:

SECTION 1. AUTHORITY. This resolution is adopted pursuant to Ordinance No. 
15-10; Resolution No. 9580; Article VIII, Section 2, Florida Constitution; Sections 166.021 and 
166.041, Florida Statutes, and other applicable provisions of law.

SECTION 2. DEFINITIONS AND INTERPRETATION. This Resolution 
constitutes the Final Assessment Resolution as defined in Ordinance No. 15-10.  All capitalized 
terms in this Resolution shall have the meanings defined in the Ordinance and the Initial 
Assessment Resolution.

SECTION 3. IMPOSITION OF FIRE PROTECTION ASSESSMENTS.

(A) The parcels of Assessed Property described in the Assessment Roll, which is hereby 
approved, are hereby found to be specially benefited by the provision of the fire protection services, 
facilities, and programs described or referenced in the Initial Assessment Resolution, in the amount 
of the Fire Protection Assessment set forth in the Assessment Roll, a copy of which was present or 
available for inspection at the above referenced public hearing and is incorporated herein by 
reference.  It is hereby ascertained, determined and declared that each parcel of Assessed Property 
within the City will be specially benefited by the City’s provision of fire protection services, facilities, 
and programs in an amount not less than the Fire Protection Assessment for such parcel, computed 
in the manner set forth in the Initial Assessment Resolution.  Adoption of this Final Assessment 
Resolution constitutes a legislative determination that all parcels assessed derive a special benefit in a 
manner consistent with the legislative declarations, determinations and findings as set forth in the 
Ordinance, the Initial Assessment Resolution, and this Final Assessment Resolution from the fire 
protection services, facilities, or programs to be provided and a legislative determination that the 
Fire Protection Assessments are fairly and reasonably apportioned among the properties that receive 
the special benefit as set forth in the Initial Assessment Resolution.

(B) The method for computing Fire Protection Assessments described and referenced in 
the Initial Assessment Resolution is hereby approved.  The Parcel Apportionment methodology 
described in Appendix E of the Initial Assessment Resolution and adopted in Section 9 of the Initial 
Assessment Resolution is hereby approved.

(C) For the Fiscal Year beginning October 1, 2015, the estimated Fire Protection 
Assessed Cost to be assessed is $3,307,364.00.  The Fire Protection Assessments to be assessed and 
apportioned among benefited parcels pursuant to the Cost Apportionment and Parcel 
Apportionment to generate the estimated Fire Protection Assessed Cost for the Fiscal Year 
commencing October 1, 2015, are hereby established as follows:



Residential Property Use Categories Rate Per Dwelling Unit

Residential $155.00

Non-Residential Property Use Rate Per Square Foot
Categories

Commercial $0.14
Industrial/Warehouse $0.03
Institutional $0.23
Church                        $0.21 

(D) The above rates of assessment are hereby approved.  Fire Protection Assessments 
for fire protection services, facilities, and programs in the amounts set forth in the Assessment Roll, 
as herein approved, are hereby levied and imposed on all parcels of Assessed Property described in 
such Assessment Roll for the Fiscal Year beginning October 1, 2015.

(E) Exemptions shall be afforded certain classifications of property as provided in 
Section 10-45 of the Ordinance. All property not specifically exempted, in whole or in part, shall be 
liable for payment of Fire Protection Assessments.

(F) As authorized in Section 10-46 of the Ordinance, interim Fire Protection 
Assessments are also levied and imposed against all property for which a Certificate of Occupancy is 
issued after adoption of this Final Assessment Resolution based upon the rates of assessment 
approved herein.

(G) Any shortfall in the expected Fire Protection Assessment proceeds due to any 
reduction or exemption from payment of the Fire Protection Assessments required by law, or 
authorized by Section 10-45 of the Ordinance, shall be supplemented by any legally available funds, 
or combinations of such funds, and shall not be paid for by proceeds or funds derived from the Fire 
Protection Assessments.

(H) Fire Protection Assessments shall constitute a lien upon the Assessed Property so 
assessed equal in rank and dignity with the liens of all state, county, district or municipal taxes and 
other non-ad valorem assessments.  Except as otherwise provided by law, such lien shall be superior 
in dignity to all other liens, titles and claims, until paid.

(I) The Assessment Roll, as herein approved, together with the correction of any errors 
or omissions as provided for in Ordinance 15-10, shall be delivered to the Tax Collector for 
collection using the tax bill collection method in the manner prescribed by the Ordinance.  The 
Assessment Roll, as delivered to the Tax Collector, shall be accompanied by a Certificate to Non-Ad 
Valorem Assessment Roll in substantially the form attached hereto as Appendix C.

SECTION 4. CONFIRMATION OF INITIAL ASSESSMENT RESOLUTION. 
The Initial Assessment Resolution is hereby confirmed.

SECTION 5. EFFECT OF ADOPTION OF RESOLUTION. The adoption of this 
Final Assessment Resolution shall be the final adjudication of the issues presented (including, but 



not limited to, the determination of special benefit and fair apportionment to the Assessed Property, 
the method of apportionment and assessment, the rate of assessment, the Assessment Roll and the 
levy and lien of the Fire Protection Assessments), unless proper steps shall be initiated in a court of 
competent jurisdiction to secure relief within 20 days from the date of this Final Assessment 
Resolution.

SECTION 6. SEVERABILITY. If any clause, section or other part of this Resolution 
shall be held by any court of competent jurisdiction to be unconstitutional or invalid, such 
unconstitutional or invalid part shall be considered as eliminated and in no way effecting the validity 
of the other provisions of this Resolution.

SECTION 7. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Final Assessment Resolution shall take 
effect immediately upon its passage and adoption.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at the regular meeting of the Leesburg City Commission, held 
on the day of June, 2015

THE CITY OF LEESBURG, FLORIDA

BY: 
ELISE A. DENNISON, Mayor

Attest: 
J. ANDI PURVIS, City Clerk
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